





Sist Cowennss, Qp Sussiow. 


Mr. MEADE. Perhaps the gentleman’s con- | 
stituents may have required him to make such a 
motion. I cannot tell him that may be; but I | 
would ask the gentleman if he does not believe | 
that he earns his salary here—that he has rendered 
adequate services to the Government. Ifhe thinks 
that it is too much, in lieu of introducinga resolu- 
tion to cut down the pay of all the members, let 
him send the surplus, asking that it be put to the 
credit of the Treasury of the United States. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, I believe that Government does not 
pay me quite enough. I generally spend more 
than I get, and therefore I have no idea of giving 
credit for any surplus. 

Mr. BURT said: I, Mr. 
of order. I subnmit that th tleman from Vir- | 
ginia (Mr. Meape] has altogether got off the | 
track. ([Laughter.] His speech is very interesting; 
and were not our time too precious, and we had | 
leisure, I should be very glad to hear him. [Re- | 
newed laughter. ] 

The CHAIR. The debate is certainly taking | 
a very wide range, and gentlemen ought to con- | 
fine themselves to the subject under discussion. 

Mr. MEADE. I think the House will acquit | 
me of any intention of traveling out of the line of 
my duty on this occasion; but I have been turned 
aside by very impertinent questions. {Laughter.] 
Yes, I may say, in the least offensive sense, that 
I have been troubled with very impertinent ques- 
tions, [laughter,] and that is the reason o have 
been somewhat rambling. 

But, sir, | was discussing, before I was so much 
interrupted, the legitimate merits of this bill. 
Now, f call upon every man who has the interest | 
of his country at heart, and who would rather see 
justice done at a large cost, than that injustice | 
should be perpetrated for want of an adequate sal- 
ary to compensate an able and an efficient judge, 
to vote for this bill as it is now presented by the | 
committee. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. JONES moved to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey. I thought that the 
Chair recognized me when the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meape] resumed his seat. 

The SPEAKER. he Chair wishes to know 
of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] 
whether he did or did not submit a motion for the 
previous question before he sat down, and the 
Chair had recognized the gentleman from New | 
Jersey? [Mr. Kine. 

Mr. MEADE. I called for the previous ques- | 
tion before I sat down. | 

| 
| 
\ 


aker, rise to a point | 





Mr. KING appealed to the gentleman from 
Virginia to-withdraw his motion for the previous 
question. ° 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman will promise 
to make a short speech. 

_The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia called for the previous question before he | 
closed his remarks, unless he withdraws that mo- | 
tion the Chair must put that question. 

Mr. VAN DYKE. [I understood that the Chair | 
—" the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. | 

ING. . 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen applied | 
for the floor before the gentleman from Virginia | 
{Mr, Maen) had concluded. The Chair did not | 
hear the gentleman’s motion for the previous ques- | 
tion, at the close of his Deere had recog- | 
nized the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. K1ve.] | 

_Mr. MEADE withdrew his motion for the pre- 
vious question. ; 

Mr. JONES. Does that withdrawal set aside 
"yong to lay on the table. | 

he SPEAKER said it did not. 

On the question of laying the bill on the table, a | 
division was taken—ayes 67, noes 59. Pending | 
the count Messrs. Jones and Carrrer called for 
the yeas and nays, but withdrew that demand; 
when Mr. Tuompson demanded the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

ir. CABELL. Would it be in order to sa 
that there are many other provisions in this bill, 
besides the one providing for an increase of salary, 
that are important. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
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Mr. BURT. Before calling the roll, I desire to 
know when the morning hour will expire? 

The SPEAKER, It will expire at thirteen 
minutes past one. 

‘Mr. BURT. Have Ia right to arrest the call 
of the yeas and nays when that hour expires? 
* The SPEAKER: The Chair thinks not. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 


| and resulted—yeas 92, nays 91—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Bay, Bayly, Bell, 
Bennett, Bingham, Bocock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Brisbin, 
Wm. J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, George A. Caldwell, 
. W. Cobb, Conger, 
Crowell, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Dur- 


|| kee, Alexander Evans, Featherston, Fowler, Freedley, Ful- 


ler, Giddings, Gilbert, Gilmore, Gott, Green, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Hampton, Haralson, Isham G. Harris, Henry, Howe, 
Hunter, Inge, Andrew Johnson, Jones, Julian, Leffler, 


| Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, McClernand, Me- 


Donald, McGaughey, MeLanahan, Robert M. McLane, 
McMutlen, John K. Miller, Millson, Morris, Morrison, Olds, 
Orr, Otis, Parker, Peck, Pitman, Potter, Reed, Reynolds, 


Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, | 


Savage, Sawtelle, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 

Stetson, Strong, ‘Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Waldo, Whit- 

tlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, and Young—92. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Alston, Ashe, Averett, Bokee, 


Bowdon, Bowie, Breck, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
Bullard, Burrows, Burt, Butler, EB. C. Cabell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Chandler, Clarke, Colgock, Cole, Corwin, Dan- 
ner, Deberry, Dickey, Duer, Duncan, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Nathan Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Gentry, Goodenow, Gould, 
Grinnell, Halloway, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Hay, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilliard, Hoagland, Hol- 
laday, Holmes, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, 
James L. Johnson, Kaufman, Kerr, James G. King, John 
A. King, Horaee Mann, Matteson, McDowell, MecKissock, 
Finis E. McLean, MeQueen, Meacham, Meade, Moore, 
Nelson, Ogle, Pheenix, Powell, Putnam, Risley, Rockwell, 
Rose, Seddon, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, Stanly, Fred 
erick P. Stanton, Taylor, James Thompson, Thurman, 
Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Watkins, 
Wellborn, Wentworth, White, Williams, and Woodward 
—9l. 

The SPEAKER, as required by the rule, cast 
his vote in the negative. 

So the bill was not laid on the table. 

THE BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 

Mr. STRONG. 
leged question. I move that the House now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to proceed to the consideration of 
the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. JONES. I rise to a question of order. I 
understood the Chair to decide the other day, 
and the House sustained him in that decision, that 
when a question of privilege is called for, it needs 
no motion to call it up. 
that was not his decision? 

The SPEAKER. The point made was, that 
when a question of privilege was called for it 
needed no motion to call it up. This is no ques- 
tion of privilege. It is only a privilege at the close 
of the morning hour to move to proceed to the 
consideration of the business on the Speaker’s ta- 
ble. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
know how a motion can be made to change the 
order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly 
decided that it is in order, at any time after the 
expiration of the morning hour, to move to proceed 
to the consideration of the business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

The Chair will say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Tuompson,] that until the last ses- 
sion of Congress, it was the custom to proceed to 
the business on the Speaker’s table at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour, without a motion. 


motion to that effect. ; 
The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Srrone, and it was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The Speaker laid before the House the follow- 
ing communication from the President of the Uni- 
ted States, viz: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

In eompliante with a resolution of the House of Repre- 


sentatives, adopted July 18, 1850, requesting the President | 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privi- | 


| appeal to the Chair if | 


| sively to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Since that time, it has been customary to submita || Army, during the year 1850. 


| Jongs, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
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to communicate his views on sundry questions of rank 
precedence, and command among officers of the Army and 
officers of the Navy, respectively, and of relative rank be. 
tween officers of the Army and Navy when brought into 
co-Speration, | eaused to be convened a board of mrtelli- 
gent and experienced officers in each branch of the service, 
to consider the matters involved in said resolution, and to 
report their opinion for my advice and information. 

Their reports have been made, and I have the honor here- 
with to submit copies of them, together with bille drafted 
substantially in accordance therewith, on the subject of 
rank in each branch of the service. 

The subject is one of great interest, and it is highty im- 
portant that it should be settled by legislative authority, and 
with as little delay as possible, consistently with its proper 
examination. 

The points on which it will be perceived that the two 
boards disagree, in regard to relative rank between officers 
of the Army afd Navy, are not esteemed of very great prac- 
tical importance. And the adoption of the rule proposed 


by either, would be acceptable to the Executive. 


But even if a decision on these shall be suspended, it is 
hoped that the bills which are designed to regulate rank, 
precedence, and cgmmand in the Army and Navy as sepa- 
rate branches of service, may receive the sanction of Con- 
gress, with such amendments as may be deemed appropriate, 
in the course of the present session. 


MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WasHIN@TON, January 14, 1851. 


The communication having been read 

Mr. BURT moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and be printed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, asked if it would 
be possible to divide the-reference of the commu- 
nication? 

The SPEAKER replied, that so much as related 
to the rank of officers of the Army could be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and so much 
as referred to naval affairs could be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BURT. I would suggest to my friend 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanron,} the chairman of 
the Cemmittee on Naval Affairs, that it would be 
better to refer the whole communication to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; because, if so 
much as relates to rank in the Army be referred 
to that committee, and so much as relates to naval 
affairs be referred®to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, there can be no concert of action between 
the two committees. The Committee on Military 
Affairs may, for instance, deem it their duty to 
report in relation to the relative rank of the offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy. In such case, my 
friend from Tennessee will see that a reference of 
that portion of the communication to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs will be unnecessary. 1 hope 
it will be referred to the Committee on Military 


|| Affairs. 


Mr. STANTON. I think the communication 
properly goes to the two committees. It not only 
refers to the relative rank of officers of the Army 
and Navy, but I understand it refers also to the 


| relative rank of officers in the line of the Army 


in respect to each other, and similar officers in the 
Navy. This matter (the relative rank between 
officers in the Navy) should, | think, go exclu- 
If, 
however, it is deemed a matter of any great im- 
portance, the Committee on Naval Affairs have as 
much labor as they can perform, and [ will not 
object to its reference to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The question being on the reference of the com- 
munication to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and having it printed, it was put, and carried in 
the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


| the following communications: 


I. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 


| ting lists of clerks, and other persons employed 


in the War Department, other than officers of the 
On motion by Mr 


fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

{l. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting a report from the Fourth Auditor of 
the Treasury Department of the pay and allow- 
ances of the several officers of the Navy and Marine 
Corps of the United States, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1850. On motion by Mr. Sran- 


| ron, of Tennessee, referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 


III. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
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>> SS = 
transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of In- | than it is proposed to be extended by the Senate 


dian Affairs, accompanied by a list of all the per- |, amendment. 


sons engaged in the Indian Department for the 
year 1850, as required by the act of June 30, 1834, 
entitled ** An act to provigg for the organization of 
the Department of Indian Affairs.” 


On motion | 


by Mr. Barty, ordered to lie on the table and be | 


printed. 
i . . 
IV. A communication from the Navy Depart- 


ment covering a statement showing the pay and | 
allowances to the several officers, as contained in | 


the Naval Register; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


THE POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The Senate bill entitled ** An act to renew and | 


continue in force the charter of the Potomac In- 
surance Company of Georgetown,”’ 
order as business on the Speaker’s table, on the 
question of avreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the amendments of the House. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, being, 


came up in | 


first, to insert the words ‘and liabilities”’’ after the | 


word ** debts;’’ and 


Second, to add to the amendment of the House | 


making the stockholders liable in their private 
property for the debts of the corporation, the 
words, **to an amount equal to the capital stock 
held by them respectively: Provided, That such 


liabilities shall be confined to the stockholders who | 
were such when such debts were contracted or | 


- 


liabilities incurred,’’ 
Mr. HALL inquired whether the question could 


be so divided as to have a separate vote on each | 


amendment of the Senate ? 

The SPEAKER responded in the affirmative. 

Mr. WALL then called for a division. 

The SPEAKER said the question would be 
first on inserting the words * and liabilities’’ after 
the word debts.’’ 


The question was taken and the amendment | 


was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, 

Mr. HALL said: I understand the effect of the 
amendment of the Senate to be nothing more nor 


less than to defeat the whole object of the House | 


amendment. 
to make these stockholders individually liable for 
the debts of the corporation; but the Senate have 
proposed an amendment providing that the corpo- 
rators should be liable only to the extent of their 
stock. That rendered the bill entirely nugatory; 


and I consider the whole of it a perfect humbug, | 


since it has been so amended by the Senate; and 
it will prove so, if passed in that form. 
the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 
Mr. INGE. 
effect of the amendment proposed by the Senate. 
The amendment has been ably and learnedly 


discussed in that body. The object of the amend- |; 


ment was to impose an additional liability upon 
the corporators, but a limited liability. 
have been known to this body—as it is well known 


The proposition of the House was | 


Now, sir, the object of these corporations is of 
the most beneficent character. It is impossible to 
estimate the amount of distress, suffering, and 
want, which is alleviated by fire insurance com- 
panies. They operate most beneficently upon the 


poorer classes of society—those classes who feel 


most strongly the need of such societies in time of | 


distress and calamity. 

It seems to me that there can be no doubt about the 
propriety of concurring in the Senate amendment. 
The amendment of the House, let me say, Mr. 


Speaker, goes beyond the application of those who | 


are interested in this subject. 


The people of 


Georgetown, who are the most interested, have | 
not asked the imposition of any additional Jiabil- | 
ity. I know that a prejudice exists in this House, || 
on the part of some, against corporations; and I | 


know that such prejudice exists in the country at 
large. 
some extent. 
opposition against banking incorporations; for 


these incorporations have it in their power to | 
The object of such corpora- || 


swindle the public. 
tions is to speculate without incurring individual 


liability, and to tamper with the currency. These | 


are legitimate objects of our watchfulness, and 
they should be watched with extreme vigilance 
and jealousy. 
gard to corporations. 


corporations that control the currency. I insist 


that cases just such as is provided for by this | 


bill, deserve our encouragement; for they are 


beneficent in their character. Notwithstanding the 
suspicion attempted to be excited against the peti- || 
tion of this corporation, I hope that the House will | 


concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BURT demanded the previous question, 
which received a second, and the main question 
was ordered. 


The question then being upon agreeing to the | 


| second amendment of the Senate, 


Mr. HALL demanded the yeas and nays, and | 


‘called for tellers to ascertain whether they were 


ordered, and Mr. Hatroway, and Mr. Harris | 
of [linois, were appointed. The count being had, | 


the tellers reported—ayes 30, noes 105. 


So the yeas and nays were ordered; and the 


question having been taken, the result was—yeas 


|| 117, nays 57—as follows: 


I ask for | 


‘I do not understand that to be the | 
{| Casey, 


YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Ashe, Bayly, || 


| Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Bowie, Bowlin, Breck, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Bullard, Burrows, Burt, Butler, 
E. C. Cabell, Joseph P. Caldwell,Calvin, Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Coleock, Conger 


|| Corwin, Crowell, Deberry, Dimmick, Duncan, Eliot, Alex- 


|| Halloway, 
It must | 


by every business man—that if an unlimited lia- 


*. . . . 
bility be imposed upon individual corporators, that 
a charter would not be accepted. Individuals of 


wealth, who usually invest money in enterprises i! 


of this character, are not willing to hazard the 


whole amount of their private property where the | 
risks are so great as in the case of fire insurance | 


. 


companies, 


l reveat, sir, if the amendment of the House is 


persisted in, that it will defeat the whole object | 


contemplated by the passage of this bill. The per- 


sons who ask for a renewal of their charter will 
not accept it upon such conditions as are attempted 
to be imposed here. ‘This corporation, I believe, 


has been in existence for more than twenty years, || 
- * || son, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Thaddeus Stevens, || * 


and it has met all the demands which have been 
made upon it. The persons chiefly interested in 
this corporation, and who desire to have their 
charter extended, are citizens of Georgetown. 


They applied by petition to this House for an ex- || 


tension of their charter. These petitioners ask for 
no such liability as the gentleman from Missouri 


(Mr. Hatt] insists on imposing upon them. They || | 
| The following Senate bills lying on the Speak- 


ask no deviation from the charters usually granted 
to corporations in such cases. 

This subject of liability of corporations has un- 
dergone much consideration in the New England 
States, and in many cases additional liabilities 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


ander Evans, Nathan Evans, Ewing, Featherston, Fowler, 
| Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, Gilbert, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, 


| liam T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Julian, Kerr, James 
| G. King, John A. King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
McGaughey, McKissock, Robert M. McLane, McQueen, 


MeWillie, Meacham, Moore, Morehead, Morton, Nelson, || 


Orr, Otis, Outlaws Peck, Phernix, Pitman, Reed, Reynolds, 
| Risley, Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, Sed- 
; don, Shepperd, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Stetson, Strong, 


Taylor, James Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, | 

| Vinton, Walden, Waldo. Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, | 
|| White, and Williams—117. | 
NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Averett, Bay, Beale, Bocock, | 
Boyd, Joseph Cable, Cleveland, W. R. W. Cobb, Daniel, | 


Danner, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Fuller, Gil- 


| more, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. | 


Harris, Hibbard, Hoagland, Holladay, Andrew Johnson, 


Jones, Kaufman, La Sire, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, | 
Mason, McClernand, McMullen, Meade, John K. Miller, | 


Morris, Morrison, Olds, Phelps, Potter, Powe'l, Richard- 
Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wil- 
| drick, Wilmot, and Young—57. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGE moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
| table; which Jatter motion was agreed to. 


SENATE BILLS. 


| er’s table, were severally read a first and second 
time by their titles, and referred as indicated below; 


|| An act (No. 137) to regulate the pensions of | 


| offieers, soldiers, seamen, and marines who have 


have been imposed upon the incorporators, but || been, or may hereafter be, disabled while in 


these have been always limited. In no case, as 
far as I am aware, has it been extended further 


Ht 


the service of the United States. Referred to the 
| Committee on Invalid Pension. 


It is a feeling, too, with which I concur to || 
I concur in the general feeling of || 


3ut we ought to discriminate in re- | 
Institutions like the one | 
now under discussion—to secure against losses by \| 
fire—onght not to be viewed in the same light, and | 
with the same jealousy which is justly due to in- | 


Hampton, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. || 
Harris, Hav, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hilliard, Houston, | 
Howard, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Wil- | 


Stanly, | 


Jan, 21, 


An act (No. 167) for the relief of Mrs. A. M 
Dade, widow of the late Major F. L. Dade. 
|| United States Army. Referred 40 the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

An act (No. 234) for the relief of Francis Pp. 
Gardner. Referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

An act (No. 343) to make temporary provision 
for the working and discovery of gold mines and 
placers in California, and preserving order in the 
ars mine district. Referred to the Committee on 

ublic Lands. 

An act (No. ~~ for the relief of the legal reng 
resentatives of the late General Walter K. Armis- 
| tead, of the Army of the United States. Referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A resolution (No. 38) providing for a distribu- 
tion of the Annals of Congress. Referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

An act (No. 156) for the settlement of certain 
classes of ‘* private land claims” within the limits 
of the ** Baron de Bastrop grant,’’ and for allow- 
|| ing preémptions to tain actual settlers, in the 
event of the final adfidication of the title of the 
said De Bastrop in favor of the United States, 
Referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

A resolution (No. 39) authorizing the purchase 
of certain pagtraits of the first five Presidents of 
the United States. Referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

An act (No. 237) to provide compensation to 
such persons as may be designated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to receive and keep the pub- 
lic money under the fifteenth section of the act of 
the 6th of August, 1846, for the additional services 
| required under thatact. Referred to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

The Senate bill entitled ‘* An act for the relief of 
Ebenezer Dumont.”’ Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


THE BOUNTY LAND LAW. 

The Senate bill entitled ** An act (No. 361) ex- 
ee ofan act entitled ‘ An act granting bounty 
and to certain officers and soldiers who have been 
engaged in the 1ilitary service of the United 
States’ ’’ coming up in order, was read a first and 
second time by its title. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill be read through; 
and will here say, that] intend to move to lay it 
on the table. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
same purpose. 

Mr. VINTON. I hope the bill will be referred. 

The question then being on the motion to lay 
the bill on the table, 

Mr. McCLERNAN®D inquired, whether the 
bill before the House is the Senate bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It isa bill from the Senate 
| passed at the last session. Jt was received by the 

Fieust previous to its adjournment, but not acted 
upon. 

The bill was read, asollows: 

** Be it enacted, &c., That the fourth section of an act 
entitled ‘ An act granting bounty land to certain officers and 
soldiers who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,’ approved September 28, 1850, shall be 
| construed the same as though the words, ‘of the patent’ 


were inserted after the word ‘ issue’ where it occurs in the 
fourth ine of said fourth section of the enrolled bill.”’ 


Mr. VINTON called for the reading of the ori- 
ginal law, so that the House might understand 
what would be the effect of the bill. 

The SPEAKER said that the original law was 
not at hand. 

Mr. WENTWORTH rose to a point of order. 
He wished to know if the yeas and nays were not 
ordered when the bill. was last before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion pending when 
the House adjourned was to suspend the rules, if 
the Chair recollects rightly, for he has not referred 
to the Journal. It could not have been on its en- 
grossment preparatory to its being 1 upon its 
|| passage, because the bill has never been read in 
the House until this morning. 

Mr. JONES. I will withdraw my motion to 
lay on the table fora moment. This bill passed 

the Senate on the last day of the last session. 
| It was designed to correct an error into which 
| it was said the clerk had fallen in enrolling the 
amendments of the Senate to the bounty land 
'| bill as it passed the House. The Senate so amend- 
| ed that bill as to provide that the warrants should 


I had risen for the 








} 
{ 
} 
} 


\| not be assignable prior to the issuing of the patent. 


The House did not coneur in that part of the 














1851. 


amendment of the Senate, for the reason, as it is 
alleged, that the clerk failed to enrol that part of 
jt. This fact was ascertained 6n the Monday 
morning, the day of the adjournment of the last 
session. The Senate run this bill through that 
body, and sent it here to provide for the assign- 
ment of warrants under the law as it was passed. 
We have since passed a law, or joint resolution, 
declaring that nothing in that law shall be so con- 
strued as to prevent the assignment of these war- 
rants. This bill seeks to provide for that assign- 
ment. { now renew my motion to lay the bill 
apon the table. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay on the table, and carried in the affirmative— 
ayes 92, noes 42. 

“The following Senate bills, coming up in erder, 
were severally read a first and second time, and 
referred as indicated below, viz: 

An act (No. 61) for the relief of the preémption 
claimants ef the lands upon which the towns of 
ort Madison and Burlington, in bowa, are situ- 
ated. On motion by Mr. Harris, of Illinois, 
referred to the Cemmittee on Private Land Claims. 

Aa act (No. 72) for the relief of E. Pavenstedt 
and Schumaker. Referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


An act (No. 96) granting relief to John A. | 


McGaw, of New York. Referred t@the commit- 


tee on Commerce. 
SCHOOL LANDS. 

The Senate bill entitled ** An act (No. 12) al- 
lowing exchange of, and granting additional school 
lands in the several States which contain public 
lands,and for other purposes,”’ coming up in order, 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. I ask that the bill 
be put upon its passage. The bill is precisely 
similar in its provisions to bills which have been 
introduced here previous sessions. It contains 
provisions that whet schoo! lands have been do- 
nated for educational purposes, and such lands 
have proved to be worthless, other lands may be 
selected in lieu thereof. It also provides that the 
selection be made of Government lands not other- 
wise disposed of. It is a matter of great import- 
ance that the bill should be passed, and I hope it 
will be acted on imnaitilinssly. The application 
has been made to Congress for many years, at 
different sessions. As the matter now stands, 
these donations are entirely worthless. We ask 
for no more lands than have been already donated. 
As the bill provides only for the selections of other 
lands in lieu of those which are entirely worthless, 
I hope the House will allow it to be put upon its 

yassagre. 


Mr. BOWLIN said: This subject has been con- 


sidered in the Committee on Public Lands, and | 


they have all come to the same conclusions as 
presented in this bill. 1 do not see what reason 
there can be for delay. I therefore move that the 


bill be put upon its paranes, and call for the pre- || 


vious question. 

Mr. VINTON said he hoped the bill would not 
pass without being referred 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 

The question now being on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question, it was put to the 
House, and there was no second. 

Mr. VINTON said: Mr. Chairman, I have no 
objections to that bill if properly guarded. It 
commences by saying that, ‘in lieu of all lands 
which are unfit for cultivation of poor quality, and 





which are unsuitably located, the township in | 


which the lands are situated shall have the right 
to change the location.”” Now, who is to decide 
these facts? Surely the bill does not provide for 
this, if I did not mistake the reading of it. I find 
nothing at all in this bill which provides for such 
a case, Somebody must decide @whether these 
lands are unfit for cultivation, and are unsuitabl 

located, and to the other facts specified as the basis 
upog which the re-location of the lands is to be 
made. 
should not be passed under this gag law, which 
seems of late to hans become the prevailing practice 
of this House. It should not be passed until an 
amendment be adopted, which shall provide and 
declare who is to decide these facts, and who shall 


be authorized to make the change. Surely you || 


will not permit the townships themselves to make 


THE 


If I am correct in this, then I say this bill |, 


Again: f think that this bill should be guarded in 
| another respect. We have given authority to the 
States in which the lands are situated, to lease and 
_ sell these lands. A very large portion of these lands 
have been leased and sold out in part. Where 
that is the case, there should be some provision in 
this bill which shall provide for these cases. Wher- 
| everthe lands are still the property of the township, 
and are in fact poor and worthless, for one I am 
willing that a change should be made—because I 
am very sure that the lands appropriated to pur- 
poses of education are much better disposed of 
than by the mode which has now become the prac- 
tice of this House. 

I am sure that it is better that these lands should 
be given for the purposes of education, than to 
most of the objects to which they are generally giv- 
en of late. I hope that the House will send this bill 
to the committee, to be corrected in its details; 
and when so corrected I shall be prepared to sup- 
port it. For this purpose, therefore, I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to include in the bill a 
provision allowing soldiers who have received 
bounty lands heretofore, which have been located in 
swamps, or in other places where the lands are 
worthless—and which in many cases have been 
forfeited on account of the nonpayment of taxes— 
‘to change the location of these lands. I would 
move, therefore, to incorporate such a provision 
in this bill, if it is in order to amend the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
| that the amendment cannot be made. 

Mr. MASON. Will it be in order to instruct 
the committee to make such amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order. 

Mr. MEADE. If 1 had heard the conversation 
between the Chair and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Mason,] I would not be under the 

necessity of troubling the Chair again. I wish, 
| however, to ask the Chair if it would be in order 
to move an amendment to the motion made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,] so as to in- 
struct that committee to consider the subject gen- 
erally? And if donations are to be made to schools 
mn the new States, they should also consider the 
expediency of making equal donations to schools 
| mm the old States. 

Here, sir, is a bill granting public lands for the 

purpose of endowing schools in the States in which 
| the lands are situated. Wherever the sixteenth 
section is of no value, other lands are to be sub- 
stituted which are of some value. That is the ob- 
ject of,the bill. 
" Now, sir, I do not see the propriety or justice 
of making these partial donations of the public 
domain. The public lands are the common prop- 
erty of the whole country. And if schools in 
Iowa, Ohio, Illinois, Michigan, and other States, 
| are entitled to these favors from the Federal Legis- 
lature, it seems to me, sir, that the older States 
should be also entitled, inasmuch as the older 
| States have had to bear, chiefly, the burden of the 
| debt contracted for the purchase of these lands, 
for the extinguishment of the Indian titles, and for 
the expenses incurred in surveying them. These 
expenses are drawn equally from all the States of 
the Union. 

Congress holds this property as trustee, for the 
equal benefit of all, and if distributed at wl, it 
should be equally distributed, and not doled out to 
afew. If lands are to be given to the schools of 
one State, an equal amount should be given to the 
schools of the other States. I do not apprehend 
that there was any obligation on the part of Con- 
gress to give to the new States every sixteenth 
section of land. This favor was gratuitous, and 

' they have no right to ask a substitution of good 
for poor lands. The difference in value is just so 
much taken out of the pockets of the other States. 
| When Congress is disposed to foster education— 
|| to enlighten the public mind by this indirect assist- 
ance, they should pay some regard to the benighted 
|| in the old States also. They should certainly 
|| have their just ae of all such donations. 
\ And therefore 
|| that the Committee on Public Lands, to which this 
H bill is to be referred, should report it back to this 
| 


House with an amendment looking to a general 
|and impartial system, by which the benefits 


the change in the location of lands. If not made |, sought for by this bill should be secured to all the 
by them, then some officer of the Government must \ States. 
lation. 


make it. 


Iam entirely opposed to this partial legis- 
I am tired, fer one, of being required, year 
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would movegif it be in order, | 





after year, topay my share of the public expenses 
incident to the purchase and surveys of the public 
lands and the extinguishment of the Indian titles, 
and at the same time to see these lands slip 
gradually from me by thig system of partial dia- 
tribution, 

If these lands are or’y to be given to schools 
and colleges and internal improvements in the 
West,—the Westshould pay forthem The West, 
and the West only, should extinguish the Indian 
titles and make the surveys, if they are to derive 
all the benefit from the lands. If I am to pay mv 
share of the expenses, I do insist that: Congress 
should, in sheer justice to me and my constituents, 
adopt some system, by which equal justice should 
be ook to all. It is a question that must come 
up for the deliberation of Congress. It cannot be 
deferred much longer. 
to arrest a system by which the old States, while 
their money is yearly poured out in streams for 
the purchase of territory, derive no benefit what- 
ever from it. : 

I wish to see all the States put upon an equality 
in this matter. 

Mr. BOWLIN. Mr. Speaker, when I was up 
I overlooked the matter that this bill is not pre- 
cisely the same which we had before the commit- 
tee. On reading it, [ perceive that it provides for 
the donation of additional sections. It is not the 
same as was considered by the committee, I 
thought it due to the House that I should make 
this explanation, that I did not understand the 
matter when I was up before. 

Mr. MEADE. I have been desirous, from the 
evidence 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
must submit his amendment. 

The Chair understands the amendment of the 


Something must be done 





gentleman from Virginia to be to instruct the com- 


mittee, 

Mr. MEADE asked if he was not proceeding 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to discuss 
the bill itself. The gentleman can only discuss 
his instructions to the committee, 

Mr. MEADE. I wish, sir, this committee to 
be instructed to report a general system. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman front Virginia to make no motion. 

Mr. MEADE. I move that the bill be referred 
to the committee, with instructions to consider the 
expediency of reporting a genéral system for aid- 
ing schools in all the States. 

Mr. ALBERTSON asked the gentleman from 
Virginia to yield the floor, for the purpose of having 
the second section of the bill read. 

Mr. MEADE yielded the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, inquired if it was in 
order to move to strike out the second section of 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER replied, that no motion to amend 
the bill was in order pending the motion to com- 
mit. 

The second section of the bill was read by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. MEADE. I presume that my motion is 
now before the House, to instruct the committee 
to reporta general bill in relation to donations of 
public lands to schools. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer in- 
structions to the committee to amend the bill, but he 
cannot offer instructions to report any other bill. 

Mr. MEADE. I desire to instruct the com- 
mittee so to amend the bill as to give an equal 
share of the public lands to al! the schoois in the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, hoped tne motion to 
commit would be withdrawn, and that the House 
would strike out the second section and pass the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER called the gentleman to order. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meape} was 
entitled to the floor. 


Mr. MEADE. I was about to state, Mr. 


| Speaker, that I have for some time been endeavegr- 
| ing to find an ore to express my opinions 


in relation to the policy pursued by the General 
Government in reference to to lands. Now, 
we have had propositions and bills before us Con- 


eress after Congress, granting the public lands to 
schools and seminaries, to roads and canals; but 
every donation of that sortis local in its character, 
and confined entirely to the new States in which 
| there are public lands. The constitutional diff- 














all 


culty, which is sometimes presented, is got rid of 
by pretending that the public lands are enhanced 
in value by granting alternate sections to roads and 
canals. Well, I should like to know of gentlemen 
what apology we have for granting those lands 
to schools and colleges? Certainly the lands are 
not enhanced in value by this means. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (interposing, and Mr. 
Meape yielding the floor.) I am very happy to 
have it in my power to inform the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meape] the reason why we grant 
the public lands to new States for public schools. 
It is in virtue of the compact by which new States 
are admitted into the Union, under which compact 
the States severally renounced their right to tax 
the public lands, both before their sale and for a 
period of five years after the sale. 

Mr. MEADE. I understand that that compact 
with the new States only binds the Federal Gov- 
ernment to give five per cent, on the amount of sale. 

The gentleman from 


Mr. McCLERNAND. 
Virginia [Mr. Meape] is mistaken. Itgives them 
the sixteenth section. . 

Mr. MEADE. Suppose it does give the six- 
teenth section.. You speak about a compact that 
has no existence. Why, sir, before States are 
admitted into the Union, they are Territories be- 
longing to the United States, and these are volun- 
tary grants, voluntary conditions imposed by 
Congress. The State has no existence, and there- 
fore cannot make the compact with Congress till 
it be admitted by Congress; but Congress can, if 
it chooses, agree to give to those states five per 
cent. onthe sale of the lands, or the sixteenth 
section. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 


Virginia objects to the validity of the compacts 
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on the ground that the States with which they are | 


made are not, in point of fact, or in point of law 
rather, States. If so the compact is void in the 
obligations it professes to impose upon the States. 
Upon his own principle we have a right to tax the 
public lands before and after their sale, and the 
right to take them upon the ground of the right of 
sovereignty. 


Mr. MEADE. | gave way for an explanation, | 


but the gentleman is making a speech. 

Mr. VINTON (interposing, 
yielding the floor.) In connection-with this mat- 
ter of donation of public lands for the purposes 
of schools and seminaries, I will state that they 
are provided for by the land ordinance of 1785. 
Before any new State was created, and before any 
Territories were created, the sixteenth section in 
all the public lands of the United States, was 
set apart for the use of schools. That is the 
ordinance which provides for the surveying of 
the public lands. As States have been admitted 
into the Union that gratuity which was provided 
for in the ordinance of 1785 has been given to the 
States. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That applies only to 
the Northwestern States. 

Mr. VINTON, It has been extended by other 
ordinances to all States and Territories. 

Mr. MEADE. If I am not wrong in the prin- 
ciple I have laid down, it is a voluntary act on the 
partof theGovernment. The gentleman contends 
that they have a right to take the property of the 
United States lying within their territories, but 
for their agreement not to do so. I ask him by 
what right are they in the Union? The old States 
admaisted them, and that is consideration enough 
that they should not tax the lands belonging to the 
Government, within whose protection they came 
and agreed to constitute a part. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I will answer the gen- 
tleman's question, by asking what right he has to 
go out of the Union? . 

Mr. MEADE. I suppose that I have the same 
right to go out of the Union that I had to come 
into it. I do not suppose that the Union is a den 
to which all the tracks are going and none return- 
ing. If we find a lion there, I hope we have some 
means of escape, either by running from, or fight- 
ing“him. ‘The ordinance to which the 


or 


and Mr. Meape | 


gentleman | 


from Ohio {Mr. Vinton] alludes, had reference | 


exclusively to the public iands granted by the 
State of Virginia to the United States, and not to 
the immense territory for which we have been re- 
quired to pay, and have paid, millions and millions 
of dollars, 
while every cent derived from the public land has 
been expended in the West. If you will examine 


lof which was collected at the East, | 


| 
| 
| 


! 


| into the subject, you will find the sale of public 
| lands have not even paid the expenses of survey. 
| I think I am right in taking that position; and 
| even if they have paid for the expenses of survey, 
| they a have not paid for their purchase. 
| Mr. COBB, of Alabama, (interposing,) re- 
] oo the gentleman from Virginia, to yield him 
| the floor. 
| Mr. MEADE declined to yield it. 
| Mr. COBB. I merely wished to state to the 
| gentleman that he is not half right. (Laughter.]} 
Mr. MEADE. My whole proposition is right. 

I say, without fear of contradiction, that the sales 
| of the public lands have not defrayed the expenses 
| of their purchase and survey. 

Mr. COBB. It has done more than paid them. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Virginia is mistaken. It was so in 1825; but it is 
not so now. 

Mr. MEADE. Now, sir, they have not paid 
| the expense of purchase. According to the report 
made two or three years ago, there was a de- 
| ficiency of some twenty-five millions of dollars. 
| However, whether I am correct or not, 1 know 
| one thing, that, having paid our equal share of all 
those expenses, we are entitled to an equal benefit 
| from them; and under the system that has been 
| pursued during the last half century, we have not 
| derived a single cent’s worth of benefit from the 
| public lands which we have paid for. Where 
| were the moneys collected that have been expended 
(on them? In the East. Now will gentlemen 
| point to a single act of Congress by which any 
The fairest mode by which the old States can de- 
rive any benefit from the sales of public lands, is 
| by bringing the proceeds into the Treasury, and 
expending those proceeds in the payment of the 
debts of the country and the expenses of Govern- 
ment. For that reason I was altogether opposed 
to the distribution bill, introduced here some years 
ago, and I still am oppose to it. The fairest mode 
of distribution is to bring the proceeds here into 
the Treasury, to pay the expenses of the Govern- 
ment and the debts of the country, and to that 
extent relieve the burden that presses upon my 
| people as well as upon pone. You imposed a 
yurden upon the people by the purchase of these 
| lands, and the proceeds of their sale should be ap- 
plied to relieve it. 

If you pursue that policy I am content. Let 
all the proceeds of the public lands be paid into 
the Treasury of the country,,and applied to the 





| the debts of the country. That is the wisest, 
the cheapest, the most economical, and the most 
equitable plan of distributing the proceeds of the 
| public lands. And, sir, that policy was advocated 
| years ago by those with whom I have the honor 
| of acting. Distribution among the States was op- 
posed for the additional reason, that by subtracting 
the proceeds of the public lands from the Treasury 
it would furnish an apology to the protectionists 
for raising the tariff to supply the deficit. Since 
that time it has been ascertained that if you wish 


ties, you must lessen them instead of increasing 
‘them. The tariff of 1846 has demonstrated that. 


} 
| 
| 


| But in view of the debts of the country, and the | 


increased and multiplied expenses of the Govern- 


| ment, on account of the increase of territory, I , 


would prefer that the proceeds of the sales of the 
fo lands should come into the Treasury as 


by those appropriations for local pasprerss but 
when I find that only a remnant of the proceeds 
of the public lands comes into the common Treas- 


er 
r. STRONG. I rise toa point of order. I | 


| submit that this discussion is not pertinent to the 
motion to refer. 

TheSPEAKER. The point of order made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, well made. Thisdebate is taking 

| entirely too wide a range. The Chair will state 
to the gentleman from Virginia, and to the House, 
that an effort is being made to get the business of 
the House distributed, and the Chair must there- 


fore be a little rigid in ruling the debate strictly | 
ntleman must confine himself to | 


relevant. The 

the question of the instructions which he moves. 
Mr. MEADE. I was not aware that I was 

violating the rules of the House in any manner. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
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yortion of that money has been returned to us? 


| expenses of the Government, and the payment of | 


to raise the revenue of the country by impost du- || 


ieretofore, if that system was not interfered with , 


|| question before the House is on the instructions 

offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MEADE. I probably did travel rather 

| too wide of the question, but 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir. 
ginia must remember that debate does not take the 

| same wide range in the House that it does in 
| Committee of the Whole. 

‘|| Mr. MEADE. I moved to print the bill and 
| instructions, and that seemed to me to open a field 
| wide enough for discussion. 
| TheSPEAKER. The motion to print does not 
| extend the debate beyond the subject-matter of the 
bill; whether the instructions are ordered to be 
_ printed or not; and the subject-matter of the bill is 
| confined to the appropriation of public lands for 
| public school purposes. ; 

‘|| Mr. MEADE. Well, it seems to me that the 

‘| remarks which I submitted were intimately con- 
| nected with that subject. I propose to show the 
| injustice of these private appropriations made for 
local purposes in the West, where the public lands 
| are. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot hold that 
range of debate to be inorder. If he is wrong, the 
House must overrule him. 

| Mr. MEADE. I will appeal to the House 
| from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srrone] has submitted, as a point 
of order, that the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Virginia, discussing the general policy of 

| the Government in reference to the public lands, 
| are not in order upon the motion now pending be- 
| fore the House. The Chair has sustained the 
| point of order so ruled. 

Mr. MEADE. I submit to the Chair whether 

| he is not laying the proposition down rather too 

broadly ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MEADE. The questionis, whether, inthe 
course of my remarks, I did go into a discussion 
respecting the general policy of the Government 

'in reference to the public lands. I say that I did 
| not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman’s remarks took that range, and on that 

pees ruled him out of order. He must confine 

1imself to the question of the disposition of the 
| public lands in reference to the public schools. If 
| the gentleman appeals from that decision the Chair 
| will put the question. 

Mr. MEADE. Well, Mr. Speaker, you may 

ut that question to the House. “The question, as 
understand it—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must put the ques- 
tion to the House. The gentleman from Virginia, 
in debating the pending question, was discussing 
| the general olicy of the Government in reference 

to the public lands. The Chair holds, and so 
| rules, that upon this motion he can only discuss 
| the policy of the Government in reference to the 
disposition of the publicgands inf connection with 
public schools. 

Mr. MEADE. In thatI agree with the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 

| Virginia must confine himself to that question. 

Mr. MEADE. The question is, whether I 
have not been doing so? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MEADE. Well, it is upon that question 

_ that my appeal is taken. ; 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled the re- 
| marks made by the gentleman from Virginia, at 
| the time he was called to order, out of order, for 
| the reasons which he has stated. Does the gen- 

| tleman from Virginia appeal from that decision? 

MreMEADE. Yes; it is from that decision 
that I appeal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated its de- 
| cision, and the question is, ‘ Shall the decision of 
'| the Chair stand as the judgment of the House or 
| not? 

On this question a division was called for, and 

‘| resulted—ayes 67, noes 59. So the decision of the 

|| Chair was sustained. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia [Mr. Meape] will proceed in order with his 
remarks. 

Mr. MEADE. I understand, sir—— | 

| Mr. McLANE, of Maryland. I rise, sir, toa 

|| point of order. I understand that it is out of or- 

| der for the Chair to ana a gentleman who 
has been ruled out of order. 











— 


The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the | 
uestion must be put whether the gentleman from | 
irginia proceed with his remarks or not? 
Mr. ADE. Does anybody object? 
Mr. POTTER moved that the House adjourn. | 
Mr. McLANE. I claim, Mr. Speaker, the | 
right to the floor. When the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Meape] was ruled out of order, I hold 
jt was not competent to recognize him; and it is 
therefore unnecessary that the question should be | 
ut to the House whether he proceed or not. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has acted in ac- | 
cordance with the general practice of the House. | 
If a gentleman is held to be out of order, he pro- 
ceeds with his remarks, unless objection is made. | 
If objection is made, the question must be put to | 
the east whether he shail proceed or not. That | 
uestion must first be disposed of. 
Mr. McLANE. I did not think that rule was 
the rule or practice of the House. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Speaker, what is the pend- | 
ing question? 
The SPEAKER. The pending question is, 
whether the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Meape] shall or shall not be allowed to proceed | 

with his remarks? 

The question being put was decided in the af- 
firmative. 
Mr. MEADE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that 
in reference to the motion that I have made to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, that I can | 
at least show to this House that the old States, | 
having contributed their share in purchasing the 
public lands, that, in making donations to schools 
and colleges, they have a right to receive an equal | 
roportion of them. In doing that, of course, sir, 
pes show to what extent we are interested, and 
what are the obligations of the Government in re- | 
lation to it. 

Mr. McLANE. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia yield me the floor for the purpose of making | 
a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MEADE. Yes, I will give way to a mo- | 
tion to adjourn. 

On motion by Mr. POTTER, the House then 
adjourned. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. FULLER gave notice that he should ask leave to | 
introduce a bill to pay to the State of Maine interest on 
money heretofore expended by said State for the use of the 
United States, and which has since been repaid to said State 
by the United States. 





PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees: 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Joel Wierman and others, citizens of Adams county, Penn 
sylvania, praying for the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Bucks county, praying 
for the immediate repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


Also, four petitions, numerously signed by citizens of | 
Montgomery and Chester counties, praying for the imme- | 


diate repeal of the fugitive slave law. 
By Mr. WALDO: The petition of William B. Hart, as- 


signee, &c., asking compensation for services and disburse- 


ments in the emigration of Choctaw Indians. 


By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial from certain citizens 


of Cincinnati, asking Congress to remove the impediments 
to a free navigation cromal the falls of the Ohio. 

By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of John Love and 160 
other citizens of Ohio, praying for the repeal of the fugitive 
slave law. 

Also, the petition of Joel Wood and 55 other citizens of 
Belmont county, Ohio, on the same subject. 

Also, the petition of Francis D. Fox and 49 other citizens 
of Belmont county, Ohio, for the same purpose. 

By Mr. McQUEEN : The memorial of 

92 others, citizens of Chesterfield district, South Carolina, 
praying for a branch mint in Charleston. 
_ By Mr. OTIS: The petition of William Emmons and 
65 other le 
congress of nations for the settlement of difficulties between 
uations, and to supersede the alleged necessity of war. 

Also, the petition of Ansyl Clarke and 273 inhabitants of 


ugh Craig and 
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voters of Hallowell, Maine, in favor of a | 





By Mr. PUTNAM: The petition of Horace Sheldon, | 
and 105 others, of Perry Centre, Wyoming county, New 
York, praying for the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 

By Mr. DOTY: The petition of Daniel M. Whitney, 
Samuel Ryan, H. Mooers, and others, citizens of Wiscon- 
sin, for an appropriation for a light-house at Bailey Harbor, 
on Lake Michigan. 

Also, the petiton of Francis P. Catlin and Moses 8. Gib- | 
son for fees upon entries by military land warrants. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: The memorial of James Cruple, | 
and 190 other citizens of Ripley county, Indiana, in favor 
of connecting the national capital and the seaports on the || 
waters of the Atlantic with the towns on the waters of the 
Pacific with a railroad. 
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Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from in- 

ventors and other citizens of Newark, New Jersey, | 

asking that the bill now before Congress for the 


|| amendment of the patent laws may at once become 
| a law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
merchants of the city of Philadelphia, asking that 
a line of mail steamers may be established between 
that city and Rio Janeiro; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented a memorial from 
the late and present registers and receivers of the 
land office at Champagnole, asking an increase of 
compensation for locating military bounty land 
warrants; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented two memorials 
from inventors and others in the city of New 
York, interested in patents, asking that the bill 
now before the Senate for the amendment of the 
patent laws may be passed during the present ses- 
sion; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAYTON presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of New York, asking a reform in the patent 
laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of Da- 
vid Winslow, of Portland, Maine, a contractor, 


| asking to be relieved from a certain judgment ob- 


tained against him by the United States, in conse- 

uence of the war with Mexico and the famine in 
Treland having raised the price of beef to an extent 
far beyond what could have been calculated upon 
at the time he made his contract; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of 
Nicholas Gevelot, asking compensation for the 
construction of a.small model of an equestrian 
statue of General George Washington; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


application of John Schley for the extension of his 
tent; which was referred to the Committee on 
atents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MANGUM submitted documents in rela- 
tion to the necessity of a reorganization of the De- 
partment of State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


was ordered that the petition and papers of Wil- 
liam H. Shover, on the files of the Senate, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the memorial of cer- 
tain citizens of the State of Arkansas, asking the 


State of Missouri, to Lebanon, in the State of Ar- 


State of Arkansas, asking the establishment of a 
| mail route from Pine Bluffs, in that State, to Bas- 


Roads. 


State of Arkansas, requesting their Senators and 





the city of Gardiner, Maine, asking that the law commonly | 


called the fugitive slave law, passed at te last session of 
Congress, be forthwith repealed. ° 


By Mr. SCHENCK: The memorial of F, Whitney and | 
100 other citizens of Erie county, Ohio, praying that Con- 
gress will grant the right of way and an appropriation of | 

s, to aid in the construction of a railroad from | 


ublic la 
andusky city west to the Mississippi river, via Defiance, 


Ohio, Lafayette, Indiana, and Springfield, I ‘i | 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of O. M. Obiatt, jr., 
and 36 other legal voters of county of Summi : 
praying the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The tion of B. H. Johnson, jr. 
John A. Trimble, and (a0 ‘others, citizens of , 
county, Ohio, praying Con 
public lands to the Ohio and Mississippi Railroad Company, 
and to the Cincinnati and B Railroad Company—both 
connecting at Cincinnati, and extending from St. 

by Cincinnati, to the western terminus of the Baltimore 
Ohio railroad. 


gress to grant a portion of the | 


Representatives in Congress to use their influence 
to have a weekly mail established from Princeton, 


by way of Moro Post Office, Little Bay, and 
Miller's Bluff; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


E. 


a _ 





He also submitted documents in relation to the | 


On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, it 


establishment of a mail route from Forsyth, in the | 
kansas; which was referred to the Committee on 


|| the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, a petition from certain postmasters in the | 


trop, in the State of Louisiana; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 


Also, a resolution from the Legislature of the | 


in Dallas county, to El Dorado, in Union county, | 
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referred the memorial of John James Flournoy, of 
Georgia, recommending the Government to retain 
possession of a portion of the gold mines in Cali- 
fornia as a means of repleting the Treasury with- 
out taxation, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the same; which was 


|| agreed to. 


Mr. BALDWIN, from the Committee of 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
Robert D. Sewall, executor of Robert Sewall, de- 


| ceased, asking indemnity for certain property de- 


stroyed by the enemy during the late war with 
Great Britain, submitted a report in writing, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
memorial of the practical printers of Washington 
against the contract system, reported against print- 
ing the same; which was agreed to. 

RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

Mr. MANGUM gnbmitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the-Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of reorganizing the 
Department of State, and of affording more force for the 
expeditious and efficient dispatch of its business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of introducing the 
camel into the United States for purposes of army transport- 

} ation. 


Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 

! lution; which was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved ‘That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing the following mail routes, viz: Ist. From An- 
toine, in Clarke county, via Murfreesborough and Wilton, 
in Pike county. via Center Point and Paraclifta, in Sevier 
county, Arkansas, to Clark@ville, in Texas. 2d. From 
Clarksville, Arkansas, via Tatton Uwbank’s, on Mulberry 
river, to St. Paul, on White river. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CLARKE, in pursuance of previous no- 
tice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill 
for the relief of William P. Greene; which was 
read a first and second time by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, asked and ob- 
tained the unanimous consent of the Senate to in- 
troduce a bill to require the register of the land of- 
fice at Augusta, Miminalic 1, to perform certain 
duties heretofore performed by the surveyor gen- 
eral south of Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHIELDS, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill to grant the 
right of way to the Mississippi and Atlantic Rail- 
road Company through the public lands in the 
State of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time by its title and referred to the Committee on 

Public Lands. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, in pursuance of notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the 
relief of settlers on public lands; which was read 
a first and second time by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

MARINE HOSPITALS. 

On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was ordered 
that the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
laid before the Senate yesterday, covering the re- 

| port of Doctors Edwards and Loring on the sub- 
|| ject of Marine Hospitals, be printed. 
JURISDICTION OVER SENATE CHAMBER. 
The Senate then proceeded to consider the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Hate the 14th instant, 
| relative to placing the Senate Chamber in the cus- 
tody of the Sergeant-at-Arms when not in session. 

On motion by Mr. HALE, it was ordered that 

it lie on the table. 
POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 
] A message was received from the House of 
| 


Representatives by Mr. Youne, their Clerk: 
Mr. Presipent : The House of Representatives concur in 
the amendments of the Senate to their amendment to the 
|| bill to renew and continue in ferce the charter of the Poto- 


nance, to which was referred the memorial of || ™a¢ Insurance Company of Georgetown. 


id by him while acting as 
TS the district of Illinois, asked to be discharged 


from the further consideration of the same, and that 


it be referred to the Committee of Claims.” 


Also, from the seme committee, to which was 





Thomas M. Hope, asking permens ie mona 
nl s mars 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| the report of the select committee made by Mr. 
Bapcear yesterday, unon his proposition to amend 
|| the tenth rule of the Senate. The original propo- 
| sition is as follows: 
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Resoived. That the tenth rule of the Senate be amended 
by adding thereto the following words : 

‘And any motion may be withdrawn by the mover at 
any time before a decision or amendment, except a motion 
to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave 
of the Senate.”’ 

Resolved, That the following be added to the rules of the 
Senate 

‘©All motions to take up a bill, resolution, or other sub- 
ject which shail have been laid on the table; all motions to 
proceed to the consideration of any subject, and ali ques- 
tions as to the priority of business, shall be decided without 
debate.’’ 


The report as amended by the select committee 
is as follows: 


** And any motion may be withdrawn by the mover at any 
time before a decision, amendment, or order of the yeas and 
neys, except a motion to reconsider, whicn shall not be 
withdrawn without leave of the Senate.”’ 

Mr. BELL. I do not wish to delay the Senate 
in passing upon this resolution, if itis thetr pleasure 
to do so now; but I would like to know of the 
Senator who introduced it, if it is proposed to cut 
off all remark upon a proposition to take up a 
subject which is lying upag the table, so as to 
prevent any explanation. If that is the object of 
she amendment, I think it will be very inconvenient. 
All Senators may not be aware that some expla- 
nation may be demanded on some occasions by the 
necessities of the case. Senators will often vote 
against’a proposition to take up a bill, if they have 
not thought about it very much, whereas, if an 
opportunity were given for a few words of expla- 
nation as to the reasons for its being entitled to 
priority, they would vote differently, Without 
such an explanation they will hardly come into 
the views of the mover, and be ready to vote for 
taking it up. 

But again: I understand that is the parliament- 
ary law of the body now, and if so, the motion to 
cut off all debate, is only reénacting what is now 
the law of the body. I understand it is the parlia- 
mentary law of this bofly, and of every other of 
which we know anything, not to allow debate 
upon the merits of a measure until it is before the 
Senate regularly. It is frequently done here we 
know; but [ have always understood that it is.by 
the courtesy of the body and of the president of 
the body. Any gentleman has a right to stop de- 


bate or remarks which are not pertinent to the 
motion; that is, to show why the particular sub- 
ject which it is moved to take up is entitled to pri- 


ority. Therefore it is reénacting parliamentary 
law, in the first place; and if it is intended to zo 
further, and preclude explanation of the reasons 
for taking up a measure, then I say that it operates 
very inconveniently, and we shall have to resort 
to the principle of extending courtesy in some 
cases when it is not properly due. 

Mr. BADGER. TI suppose my friend from 
Tennessee does not imagine that if I were to give 
any explanation of the meaning of that rule, that 
my ex planation would be an authoritative interpre- 
tation of the rule when it came to be applied here. 
The rule means what it says: ‘ Itshall be decided 
without debate.’’ It means exactly what the rule 
which excludes debate on a motion to lie on the 
table means; it means exactly what the rule means 
with regard to a motion to adjourn—that it shall 
be decided withoutdebate. Now, I suppose the 
former practice is well understood. If that rule 
which has governed us heretofore has no meaning 
it is not my fault. I borrowed the words from 
the rules of the Senate, our parliamentary law: and 
it is very obvious that nothing I could say with re- 
gard to the meaning of it would in the slightest 
degree modify that meaning, or operate on the 
rule if it were adopted. 

Now, my friend says-there ought to be an op- 
portunity allowed forsome reasonable explanation, 
and that the reasons may be given why a particu- 
lar subject should be taken up, which has been or- 
dered to lie on the table by the Senate. That is 
true; and there ought equally to be some opportu- 
nity for reasonable explanations, and for the rea- 


sons why a subject should be ordered to lie on the , 


table, There is as much reason for the @e as for 
the other. There ought to be a reasonable oppor- 
tunity for giving reasons why the Senate should 
adjourn, and yet the rule of the Senate excludes 
debate on each of these questions. And why, 
Mr. President? Not because a reasonable expla- 
nation of every subject, and a reasonable assign- 
ment of the grounds for every proposition is not 


in itself and by itself proper and becoming, but it 
is a rule dictated to us t 
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case. There are some subjects that we must de- 
cide without debate, in order to have an opportunity 
for discussing other subjects by debate. This ne- 


| cessity has dictated, the exclusion of debate upon 


a motion to adjourn, and upon a motion to lie on 
the table; and this rule proposes to extend that 
exclusion to motions to take up subjects from the 
table, and to questions respecting priority of busi- 
That is the object of it. 

My friend says that, according to parliamentary 
law, you cannot discuss the merits of a question 
before it is taken up. That is very true; but 
you can discuss a variety of topics connected with 


the question whether it shall be taken up, and I | 


appeal to you and to every gentleman who has a 
seat on this floor if, since he has been here, he has 
not known it to happen, over and over again, that 
the Senate is ocewpied during the whole morning 
hour deciding the question whether a particular 
subject shall be taken up or not? 

Now I admit, with my friend, as I have said, 
that in the mature of things circumstances exist 


which require us to restrain and control in par- | 


ticular instances our debate, in order to secure, in 
the general advantages which result, a greater 
good, and to allow opportunities for explanation in 
other cases. Every member of the Senate knows 


LOB 


that you cannot allow such discussion on every | 


proposition to take up a subject, without extended 
debate and discussion almost indefinitely. 


The question, therefore, resolves itself into this: | 


whether it is better that the Senate siiould decide 
that they will vary the order in which their busi- 


ness is to be taken up, or whether they will decide | 
not to vary it without discussion, for the purpose | 


of accomplishing the greater good of getting on 
with some of the business which is before the Sen- 
ate to be transacted. This is the whole of it. I 
feel no particular interest in this matter. 1 have 
looked on for the four sessions that I have been 


a member of this body, and have become pretty | 


well satisfied that there is no subject whatever 
which has received more useless discussion, which 
has caused more wanton waste of the time of the 
Senate, than this discussion with regard to the 
priority in which the business of the Senate shall 
be considered. As I have said, I feel no particu- 
lar solicitude, but being satisfied, from four years’ 
experience, that this modification of the rules was 
necessary, I have thought proper to introduce this 
resolution for the consideration of the Senate. If 
the Senate thinks proper to continue the present 
practice as to the order in which business shall be 
taken up, which has resulted in so great a waste 
of the public time, I have as little interest in the 
matter as any one, and I am willing to leave it for 
the Senate to decide. These are the reasons which 
induced me to offer the resolution. 

Mr. RUSK. I see no good which can result 
from the adoption of this change in our rules; but 


Ido see, I think, much injury which may result | 


from it. In the first place, if you wish to stop 
debate and all speaking, this rule will not do it. 


Circumstances will occur, when discussion will | 
spring up by general consent, and if this amend- | 


ment is adopted it only reaches one case which is 
not covered by the present rules. 
We have now before us upwards of four hun- 


dred and fifty subjects, upon our calendar and | 


upon the table. 
sibly be considered during this session. There 
are a dozen or more which are very important; 


and the public will suffer if they are not taken up || 


and disposed of. If I understand the resolution 
of the Senator from from North Carolina, when- 


ever a motion is made to take up a particular sub- | 
ject, not one word is to be allowed to show the | 


necessity for taking it up. That is the rule by 
which we are to be governed hereafter. Now, I 


conceive that the present rule, properly enforced, | 


will cut off debate if it is desired. What is it? 


We cannot go into the discussion of the merits of || 


a bill on the question of taking it up. Gentlemen 
seldom go beyond making a statement of the ne- 
cessity for taking up a particular bill, and a state- 
ment of the objects of the bill itself. Sir, I do not 
think any benefit will result from the proposed 
change of the rules. 


lic interest requires that they should. . 
We have rules now which we do not apply, 
and I think that before we adopt new ones we 


All of these subjects cannot pos- 
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ready. I have seen discussion which was totally 
out of order; I have known the merits of a bili 
debated on the question of taking it up, which js 

'as much out of order under the present rule as it 
will be if this rule is adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 am inclined to think the opera- 
tion of this rule will be salutary; and that it wilj 
economize the time of the Senate and prevent much 
useless discussion. The House o Representa- 
tives, during the many years when I presided over 
it, had a rule which was precisely equivalent in its 
operation to the one now proposed. The rule 
there was, to ask, will the House consider a par- 
ticular subject which is proposed to be taken up, 
and that question was always decided without de 
bate. The consequence was, there was a saving 
of time and dispatch of business, and the preven- 
tion of much unnecessary discussion. It has been 
said, however, that a question may arise, respect- 
ing which some parliamentary explanation may 
be necessary. Why, Mr. President, if there be 
a question of that kind, I suppose, even if there be 
arule of this kind, that subject will strike the 
general mind of the Senate as being important, 

| without the necessity of any speech to impress its 
importance upon the Senate. 

But, again: if we allow discussion on one side, 
in order to show the importance of the subject 
which it is moved to take up, and if preliminary 
discussion shall be allowed as to taking up a given 
subject, you must permit a similar discussion to 
show that it has not the importance alleged, and that 
there is no necessity for immediate action on the 
part of the Senate. But you will not stop here; 
for if you admit discussion to show the importance 
or the necessity of taking up a bill, you must ad- 
mit discussion on the other side also; and then 
there is a further consumption of time, resulting 
from a comparison between different subjects; for 
when one gets up and insists that the subject which 
he proposes is very important, and that there is 
a necessity for immediate action, another will get 

/up and mention another subject which he consid- 
ers more important than that, and then you get 
into a comparison as to the merits of given sub- 


|| jects, the consequence of which is ,a great waste 


of time. 

The Senator from Texas says we have some four 
hundred subjects before us for consideration. Now, 
how are we to get at them? If, when they are 
called as they come up on the calendar, the ques- 
tion can be taken at once whether they shall be 
considered or not, you will soon get through. 
From the experience which I have had, I think 
the rule will be beneficial in enabling us to acom- 
plish much business during the short period of the 
session which remains. 

Mr. DOWNS. I shall not vote for this reso- 
lution as it is. I think it. desirable that it should 

| pass over, if itis not modified. But it occurs to 
me that it may be modified so as to meet the views 
both of those who have advocated and those who 
have spoken against it» I think it will certainly 
prevent the consumption of time which now oc- 
curs in deciding what question shall be taken up. 
Still I think there should be some time allowed for 
a brief explanation in some cases. There may be 
some objects to be secured in taking up a particu- 
lar bill which cannot be shown by the title of the 
bill, and which a few words would explain. It 
| seems to me that if the rule is so amended as to 
| allow a brief explanation, the whole of the objects 
of the bill will be attained. "With that view, | of- 
| fer the following amendment to come in at the end 
of the rule: 
a . Except for a brief explanation of the objects of the 
il. 
| Mr. HALE. It seems to me that the great dif- 
ficulty which labors in everybody’s mind, is to 
suggest some gnode that will save the great waste 
of time in useless debate. As the discussion has 
been going on, I have been reflecting upon the 
' subject, and I think I have hit upon an expedient 
| that will save a vast deal of time, and obviate the 
| necessity of this resolution. I will suggest that 


|| every member of the Senate shall watch over other 


My own opinion is, that if | 
| the amendment is adopted, under its application, 
many subjects will not be taken up when the pub- || 


if 


| members as closely as I have been watched, in 
order to prevent my presenting abolition petitions, 

and I think we shall have a uniform rule, and it 

will save a vast deal of time. [Laughter,] 

| Mr. BEL. I do not want to detain the Sen- 

| ate, but some remarks which have been made on 

| this subject may require some little notice. My 


y the necessities of the || should learn to come nearer to those we have al- || friend from North Carolina dwelt unnecessarily 
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long, considering how very desirous he is generally 
of saving the time of the Senate, upon the want of | 
any necessity for debate. He might have saved | 
that time. wanted to know whether it was in- 
tended to prevent any member of the Senate, who 
makes a motion to take up any particular measure 
which has been laid on the table by order of the 


Senate, from giving an explanation of his reasons || 


for such a motion. As I understand my friend, 
that is the effect of the proposition, and no expla- 
nation can be given of the reasons for taking up a 
bill, for that is debate. I stated that, according to | 
parliamentary law, as I understand it, you cannot 
now go into debate as to the merits of a subject, 
on the question of taking it up, although I know 
it is done almost every day. But it is the fault of | 
the body and of the loose practice in that respect, 
and not of the rules. I think still that it is highly | 
expedient that some privilege should be given to 
the mover to make an explanation; perhaps with | 
the limit contained in the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Louisiana. 


allowed to explain the grounds on which he thinks 


it important to consider the subject proposed by || 


him, and why it is entitled to precedence. I said 
that it was the practicé of every parliamentary 
body to allow the mover to make a statement of | 
the reasons why the subject should have prece- 
dence, but without the liberty to go into extended 
debate. I think a prohibition of debate would 
be allowable; because, with a brief explanation or 
statement, every Senator would readily determine 
whether it was entitled to precedence. 

| will give an instance, showing the importance 
of allowing a statement of reasons for taking up a 
particular bill. We had such an instance a few 
days ago, when the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Unperwoop] moved to take up the bill declarative 
of the bounty land law. The necessity of taking 
up that bill was not because it concerned so many 
poor men or so many rich men throughout the 
country; but the necessity was from the fact that 
the bounty land scrip could not and would not 
issue till that question was decided. Now the 
Senator from North Carolina would forbid the | 
mover to state that fact. This is not a peculiar 
case; others occur every day. 

With regard to waste of time under the present 
rules, we know there is such a waste every day. 
sy the indulgence of the Senate, members are per- 
mitted to go into discussion on almost every ques- 
tion, and we suffer a violation of the rules. For 
example, when a member rises with a memorial, 
the rule is, he shall state briefly the contents of it. 
The object of that rule is, that the Senate shall see 
that itisa proper paper to be admitted into the body. 


And yet our most experienced parliamentarians, || 


leading and elderly members of the body, occupy 
sometimes a whole morning hour in discussing a 
petition or memorial which is presented. This is 
done through courtesy. We are often instructed 
and delighted by the remarks on such occasions, 
and as the matter is instructive, Senators may 
have, by courtesy, the privilege of putting forth 
their sentiments, if they please, on almost every 


question before the country, without waiting to | 


have the subject come up regularly. It is a great 
injustice in one point of view. “Modest, retiring 
members of the body, like my friend from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Crarke]} and myself, suffer from it, 
while there are other members who are not pre- 
vented by that modesty from coming forward. 
Again: when a douber asks leave to introduce 
a bill, he may state briefly the object of the bill. 
We frequently allow Senators to consume the 
whole morning, and sometimes morning after 
morning, in discussing a measure as fully and as 
ably as if the bill were before the Senate regularly. 
This is a clear violation of parliamentary law; 


yet it is done, I will not say how often. This | 
consumes the time; it is irregular, and it is one of || 
the impediments in the way of the regular busi- | 


ness. I wish my friend from North Carolina 
would consider that we are in the habit of viola- 
ting these rules every day, either upon the pre- 
sentation of a memorial, or the introduction of 
some bill, or upon a motion to take up some bill 
out of its proper order, in regard to which parlia- 
mentary law does not allow debate nor any collis- 
ion of mind, nor affirmation and response. The 
idea of debate does not enter into it. A member 
has no right to do this. But we know that while 
some gentlemen simply state the objects of a bill, 





I think there should |! 
be some modification, so that the mover may be || 


others go into a discussion of the merits of the | 
|case. Whenever a member of the body desires 
| to stop a debate of that kind, it can be done, and 
| I know that the President would stop it if desired 
|} todo so. Our rules, then, are sufficient now to 
| stop debate, if necessary; and if the Senator de- 
| Sires to go beyond our present rules, so as to stop 

all irregularities, he should go much beyond what 
| his amendment does. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make a single re- 
mark. If the amendment proposed shall be 


adopted, I think its operation can be readily pre- 
| dicted; and that is, that all questions affecting pub- 
lic interests, such as the distribution of the public 
land8, or the appropriation of money, under the 
operation of this rule, which does not allow of 
discussion on taking up a bill, will be the only 
bills which will be taken up, and other questions 
| of general interest will be invariably postponed, 
unless the person interested in getting them up 
|-shall be permitted to make a statement as to the 
necessity of taking them up. As an illustration, 
I will state that a bill has been reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which has been en- 
trusted to the honorable Senator from Georgia, 
[Mr. Berrien,] who has made an important 
amendment to it. It is a bill to regulate the fees 
of attorneys, marshals, &c. The bill has been 


|| taken up and laid on the table again, and some 


other bills, land bills, or bills relating to French 
spoliations, have come up and crowded it out of 
its place, while I am receiving letters daily re- 
proaching me for not doing my duty. Marshals 
are now In some cases receiving fifty dollars where 
they.are not entitled to ten. If the rule passes, 

the effect will be what I have stated. 1 shall op- 
| pose any abridgment of the right of debate on any 
subject. 

Mr. BADGER. Iam sorry that I should be 
the means of producing this discussion. My sin- 
cere object was to prevent the consumption of the 
time of the Senate; but [ hope I shall be excused 
for making a remark or two, after what has been 
said by other members of the Senate. My friend 
from ‘Tennessee reproves me a little for having 
consumed too much time when I spoke before. | 


|| am sorry for it, but the power of condensation 


| does not belong to every one. I amalittle diffuse, 
and cannot bring my observations directly to a 
point. According to the common phrase, when I 
wish to get at anything, | am under the necessity 
of beating about the bush a little. ButI will en- 
| deavor to relieve my friend from any apprehen- 
| sion of my taking as circuitous a route as that 
which before disturbed him. 

My friend says it is important that a person 
who wishes to have a particular bill taken up 
should be at liberty to assign reasons why he 
wishes it; but he says this does not enter into the 
idea of debate at all. Why does it not? What 
, does he mean? Does he mean that debates in the 
| Senate do not consist of the assignment of reasons 
| for a particular course of action? I hope he does 
| not mean any such thing as that. I thought all 
debate was the assignment of reasons, addressed 
_ to the understanding of this body and of the coun- 

try. But he says he is not in favor of allowing 
debate, but he is for allowing the gentleman who 

moves to take up a particular subject to assign his 

reasons for it; and if I understand him, there the 
' matter is to stop, and no member of the Senate 
' can assign any reason tothe contrary. Therefore 
| his view is, that this subject is not to be decided 
| without debate, but is to be decided upon a one- 
sided debate. ‘The mover is to offer reasons why 
the subject should be taken up, but no one is to 
offer a reason on the other side. Now, to sucha 
proposition as that I have a decided objection. | 
am willing the Senate should decide these questions 
without debate, and I am sorry if we should not 
decide ther sufficiently well without debate; but I 
am not willing there should be debate on one side 
and not 9n the other. 

The Senator from Louisiana wishes to allow a 
reasonable time, not exceeding five minutes. To 
whom? To the gentleman who makes the motion, 
and to him only? If that be so, then I have the 


the Senator from Tennessee. But if we are to 
have five minutes explanation from every member 
of the Senate, I do not conceive that we shal) save 
much time. Besides, | am, for one, opposed to 
limiting the time in which members may wish to 
| express their views. There are certain subjects 








| had this rule. 


same objection to it that I had to the proposition of 


withdrawn from the range of debate on account 
of the circumstances in which we are placed, there 
being a limited time in which to present the busi- 


| ness and dispose of measures which the body has 


to pass. 

My friend from South Carolina [Mr. Burrer} 
says a particular class of bills only will be brought 
before the body, and he instances a bill which has 
been reported from the Judiciary Committee; and 
my friend from Tennessee instances another bill 
introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 


| Unperwoop:;] and they both say that the effect of 


this rule will be that these subjects will not be 
acted upon. It is admitted that they have not 
been acted upon, notwithstanding we have not 
We have had a full opportunity to 
have them acted upon, and yet no action has been 
had. It seems, then, that the present rule does 
not cause us to get forward with business.: How 
was it with the bill introduced by the Senator from 
Kentucky? He called it up, and he made out a 
case of evident necessity for immediate action, and 
for an immediate decision of the measure. Did 
he succeed? Weall know hedid not. And there- 
fore gentlemen are opposed to this modification of 


| the rule, because two evils, they say, will grow 


out of it. But these very two evils are existing 
under the present state of things. We have not 
overcome them, and are not likely to overcome 
them by having the privilege of stating the grounds 
for the necessity of immediate action. 

Sir, these reasons are not likely tooperate. Dif- 
ferent gentlemen in this body are charged with the 
care of different bills; members take ditlerent views 
as to the necessity of immediate and prompt ac- 
tion upon public measures; and so long as that is 
the case, the assignment of reasons for the neces- 
sity of taking up a bill will be made on one side, 
and if you allow the assignment on the other side, 
you will make no more approach to uniformity 
and order than if that privilege of debate did not * 
exist. Is it not obvious that we shall get along 
better with business by taking it regularly from 
the calendar, and by not allowing a word of ex- 
planation, than by this constant discussion upon 
priority? Now, the case of the bill presented by 
the Senator from Kentucky is conclusive as to the 
necessity of explanation. If you allow explana- 
tion pro, you must allow explanation contra, One 
gentlemen gives reasons for taking up a particular 
bill—it is highly important, public necessity will 
not allow of its being delayed. Another gentle- 
man thinks another bill is equally important, and 
so we may carry it further than the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Cray] did in his illustration; there 
may be as many as ten or fifteen bills in the same 
situation in the minds of Senators, and the Senate 
may havea protracted discussion upon a dozen 
questions, whether particular bills shall or shall 
not betakenup. That is the state of the case, and 
it seems to me we shall gain nothing by leaving 
the rule as it is; but I think that by the change 
proposed we shall gain a great deal. Iam satis- 
fied that at a moderate ealculation three or four 
weeks’ sitting have heen consumed on questions 
relating to priority of business during the four 
years that Ighave been a member of this body. 

" Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. President, 
I think the Senate is sensible that there has been 
some change in the mode of doing business. If 
we would go back to the rules as they have been 
heretofore enforced, and go back to the usages 
which have generally existed in regard to the order 
of business, there would be no cause for any new 
reculation. But it is too obvious, | believe, to be 
mistaken, that a practice somewhat new to the 
Senate has crown up, of debating the taking up of 
business out of its order upon the calendar, and 
assigning it a day for action. I believe this course 
was pursued to such an extent during the lor o 
session of Congress through which we have just 
passed, that we scarcely took up any business on 
the calendar in its order. This practice has led to 
the inconvenience which the resolution under dis- 
cussion is intended to obviate, and which has led 
to the debate among gentlemen whether they shall 
pursue the course which has heretofore heen pur- 
sued, or whether they shall give the preference to 
the present resolution and its amendment. I think 
there ean be but one sentiment in the Senate upon 
this subject; and that is, that the present course of 
proceeding is entirely wrong, and is a growing in- 
convenience, 


|| The object of the committeg which has reported 
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this rule is to get back to the old rule, that the 
calendar itself should be the general guide. What 
is the proposition which they make? Does it in- 
volve any important measure? Does it take away 
any important right of debate? If it divested an 

important rights; if it were a measure irrepealable 
—one which could not be changed any time in 
twenty-four hours—there might be some propriety 
in giving to it the grave character which this dis- 
cussion hasassumed, But what is it? It is simply 
placing some little restraint upon ourselves, and 
one which may be removed any day, at any time 
when the Senate is weary of it. 
Senate to do is this; If they think there is an in- 
convenience in the course we now pursue, let them 
adopt the plan laid down in this resolution and tr 

the eifect of it. If we find that it interferes with 


the poreee of business—if we find that it tends | 


to place important measures in jeopardy—the mo- 
ment we discover that, we will rescind it, and there 
will be but one opinion as to it. We simply pro- 


pose to try this experiment to see whether we can | 


escape from the inconvenieyce in which we find 
ourselves involved. If we find the experiment un- 
successful, we can return to the former practice. 
That is the whole measure; and I hope for these 
reasons that it will be adopted; I hope that we 


shall be permitted to try this experiment, and see || 


whether we can get along without debate. 


If I were called upon to make an argument upon || 
this question, I would adopt the argument of the || 
He says | 


Senator from Tennessee, (Mr. Be.r.} 
that a great many things are done contrary to rule. 
That I know very well. 


consent of the Senate. 
often announced here. 
a question is put which requires wnanimous con- 
sent. 


of the Senate? Not one, as our records will show. 
Now, is it to be supposed that there will be a 


want of courtesy in the Senate after they adopt | 


this rule, if they should adopt it? Ifa gentleman 


should wish to make a few words of explanation, || 
is it to be ae we there would be any want of | 


courtesy in the Senate ? 
would pass snap judgment upon any one? 


Mr. SMITH. Will 


with the consideration of the special order ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. 


I do not wish delay. I should be very glad if the 
vote would now bé taken on this proposition with- 
out any further debate. 
will not answer the purpose. 

The amendment of Mr. Downs was rejected. 


The question then recurred on the amendment | 


proposed by the select committee. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope the amend- | 


ment will not be adopted. I think our rules.are 


good enough as they are, if they are only enforced, | 


and — observed. Those departures from the 
rules which have been referred to, ar 


tesy; and when | have done so,1 am pleased to 
remember it has always been granted, and that I 
have seldom offered a reason to the Senate for de- 
parnes from the rules that has not been accepted 
ry te : 

I think that we do not require to be controlled 


by very stringent rules, such as might be essential | 


for the government of a mob. I presume no Sen- 
ator in asking to take up a bill would seek to delay 
the Senate by making a speech. I think it is not 
a violent presumption to suppose that every Sen- 
ator will act in good faith, oat not ask for the 
taking up of a bill merely because it concerns him- 
self, but for special reasons, which special reasons 
we must know in order wisely to determine wheth- 
er the bill should be taken up out of its order or 
not, Adherence to the calendar, with such slight 
departures as may be granted for special reasons, 
should be the rule. We should know those spe- 
cial reasons before we could decide whether we 
would depart from the calendar or not. I can very 
well perceive that an nt for some claim--and 
we understand what,the class means—might pass 


All I wish the | 





Nobody knows better || 
than yourself, Mr. President, that more than one | 
haif the votes put here are put by the unanimous || 
‘** If nobody objects,’’ is || 
That is the form in which | 


Do we go through a day without that ap- | 
peal being made again and again to the courtesy | 


Is it probable the Senate | 
the honorable Senator | 
allow me to interpose, so that I can make a mo- | 
tion to lay the subject on the table, as it interferes | 
I will not in- | 
terfere with the consideration of the special order. |, 


Let us see whether this | 





ranted by | 
the courtesy of the Senate, and I beliéve they are | 
promotive of the best interests of the country. As | 
for myself, I believe I have not often thrown my- | 
self on the indulgence of the Senate for its cour- | 


around the body during a morning, and get a suf- 
| ficient number of votes to take up a case without 
explanation, to the exclusion of some matter of 
pe plic interest which, if it were explained, would 

e taken up and considered by the Senate. It is 
| exactly these cases of general interest which, not 
| being of special interest to any one, are likely to 

be neglected, unless some Senator should deem it 
| his duty to bring them before the body, and ex- 

plain the reason why they should be promptly 
considered, I suppose he could be hardly expect- 
| ed to perform that duty by canvassing the body; 
by going puretey to every member and telling 
him why such bills should be taken up. I would 
| not descend to such a task, and I presume other 
| Senators feel as I do. ; 
I believe, as I said at first, that our rules, if 
strictly observed, are sufficient. Thisis a body too 
dignified to be held in such close restraint as might 
| be required by one more turbulent. Who would 
| think it necessary to provide strict rules to govern 
half a dozen well-bred men at a dinner table? 

Something like this the Senate has been, and there- 
| fore the few rules which it has heretofore had have 
| been found sufficient. I hope, therefore, the pro- 
posed amendment will not be made. 

The amendment reported by the committee was 
rejected on a division. 

The next question was on adopting the resolu- 
tion to amend the rules as it had been amended. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on 
that question, and they were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, is it in order to have 
the question divided so as to have the question first 
taken on the first part of the proposition? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly, as the resolu- 
tion contains two different propositions. . 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask for a division of the 
question. 

The first question was accordingly on the fol- 
lowing proposition: 

Resolved, That the tenth rule of the Senate be amended 
by adding thereto the following words: 

** Any motion may be withdrawn by the mover at any 
| time before a decision, or amendment, or ordering of the yeas 
and nays, except a motion to reconsider, which shall not be 
withdrawn without leave of the Senate.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bell, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Clay, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, 
Dodge of lowa, Downs, Ewing, Foote, Greene, Gwin, 
Jones, King, Manguin, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Se- 
bastian, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Walker, Whitcomb, 
and Winthrop—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Benton, Bradbury, Butler, 
Cass, Clarke, Davis of Mississippi, Dickinson, Hale, Ham- 
| lin, Rhett, Rusk, Seward, Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney, 
| Wales, and Yulee—18. 

So the proposition was agreed to, and the tenth 
rule was ordered to be amended accordingly. 

The next question was the following: 

Resolved, That the following be added to the rules of the 
Senate: 

*¢ A motion to take up a bill or other subject which shall 
have been ordered to lie on the table, a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of any subject, and all questions as to 
the priority of business, shall be decided without debate.” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Berrien, Clay, Davis. 
of Massachusetts, Dawson, Dayton, Dodge of Lowa, Doug- 
las, Downs, Ewing, Foote, Jones, King, Mangum, Morton, 
Norris, Smith, Underwood, Upham, Walker, and Win- 
throp—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Benton, Borland, Brad- 
bury, Butler, Cass, Clarke, Davis of am Dickinson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Greene, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Hous- 
ton, Miller, Pearce, Rhett, Rusk, Seward, Spruance, Stur- 
geon, Turney,Wales, Whitcomb, and Yulee—27. 


So the proposition was not agreed to. 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| the bill to provide for the ascertainment and satis- 
| faction of claims of American citizens for spolia- 
| tions committed by the French prior to the 31st of 
| July, 1801. ; 
| Mr. SEWARD addressed the Senate in favor 
| of the bill, and in reply to the remarks made b 


| Mr. Huwrer yesterday, a report of which will 


ndix. 
I wish to give notice that I shall, 
at an early hour to-morrow, submit a motion that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business, as there are some very important 
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| 
| nominations for California which should be acted 


It is too late in the day now to submit such 


BE. 





| renders the result different. 
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a motion, or to do any business, and I therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate ad. 
journed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 22, 1851. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. The Jour- 
nal of yesterday was read. 


COURTS IN FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would call the at- 
tention of the House to the position of the bil] 
reported yesterday by the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia [Mr. Meape} from the Committee on the 

udiciary, entitled ** An act to amend several acts 
establishing district courts of the United States in 
the State of Florida, and to provide for writs of 
error and appeals from that court.”’ A motion 
was made, as the House will recollect, by the 
pentlonen from Tennessee [Mr. sony lay that 

ill upon the table. The vote was taken on that 
motion, and it was announced to the House that 
there were 92 votes in the affirmative and 91 in the 
negative. The Chair voting in the negative, the 
motion to lay on the table failed. Upon an exam- 
ination of the votes, a mistake was detected whick 
It now appears that 
the yeas are 93, and the nays 91, the vote of the 
Chair does not, therefore, affect the result. The 
bill is therefore laid upon the table. 

Mr. RUMSEY. I voted with the majority to 
lay that bill upon the table. I move to reconsider 


| the vote. 


Mr. MEADE. I understand that there is a 
motion made to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before 
the House. 

Mr. MEADE. Can I make a few remarks upon 
that question? 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debata- 
ble. 

Mr. JONES. Do I understand the Chair that 
there is a motion made to reconsider the vote? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move to lay that motion 
on the table. 

Mr. HILLIARD inquired if the gentleman 
from New York could not give notice of his mo- 
tion without pressing it at this moment? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is 
a privileged motion, and when made must be acted 
on. The Chair will state to the gentleman, that 
the motion to reconsider can be made on the day 
upon which the question is taken, or upon the 
next succeeding day. By the correction of the 
Journal, this motion must be made to-day, as the 
Journal will show that the motion to lay on the 
table was carried yesterday. 


Mr. HILLIARD. The gentleman can offer 


| his motica at ame time during the sitting to-day. 


Mr. RUMSEY withdrew his motion. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, renewed the motion 
to reconsider, and moved to lay that motion on 
the table. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

r. MEADE. I understand that I am entitled 
to the floor, and I have been waiting to address 
the House for some time. I simply rise to ex- 
plain that | intend—— 

Mr. JONES called the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER said that the motion was not 
debatable. 

Mr. MEADE. I know that, but I simply wish 
to state——(loud cries of ‘‘ Order! order !’’) 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

Ths SPEAKER. The motion,to fay on the 
table is not debatable. The Chair cannot, there- 
ees see what effect the previous question will 

ave. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. My only object is to 
save time, and I moved the previous question in 
order to bring the House to a vote at once. I now 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILLIARD. I desire to inquire whether 
the gentleman who makes the motion to recon- 
sider, voted with the majority? 

Mr. COBB. Tobe sure, [ voted to lay the bill 
on the table, and I have therefore a right to make 
the motion. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
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> ian the motion to reconsider upon the table, 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 92, nays 90—as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messts. Albertson, Alexander, Bay,Bayly, Beale, 
Bell, Bennett, Bingham, Boeock, Booth, Bowlin, Boyd, Bris- 
bin, Albert G. Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Joseph 
rable, George A. Caldwell, Campbell, Carter, Casey, 
Clarke, Cleveland,*Williamson R. W. Cobb, Conger, Cor- 
win, Crowell, Daniel, Dimm‘-™, Disney, Doty, Dunham, 
Durkee, Ewing, Featherston, \“owler, Freedley, Giddings, 
Gott, Green, Hall, Hampton, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. 
Harris, Hibbard, Howe, Hunter, Inge, Andrew Johnson, 
Jones, Julian, Leffler, Littlefield, Job Mann, Marshall, Mc- 
Clernand, MeDonald, McGaughey, McLanahkan, Robert 
M. McLane, McMullen, John K. Miller, Millson, Morris, 
Morrison, Olds, Orr, Otis, Parker, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, 
Reed, Reynolds, Robbins, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Sawtelle, | 
Sprague, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stetson, 
strong, Jacob Thompson, Tuck, Waldo, Wallace, Whittle- 
sey, Wildrick, and Young—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Bokee, 
Bowdon, Bowie, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, Burt, Butler, | 
Joseph P. Caldwell, Calvin, Chandler, Clingman, Colcock, 
Danner, Deberry, Dickey, Edmundson, Eliot, Alexander 
Evans, Nathan Evans, Fitch, Gentry, Gilbert, Goodenow, 
Gorman, Gould, Halloway, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haymond, Henry, Hilliard, Hoagland, Holladay, 
Holmes, Houston, Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, William 
T. Jackson, James L. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George 
G. King, James G. King, John A. King, La Sére, Levin, 
Horace Mann, Mason, Matteson, McKissock, Finis E. Me- 
Lean, Meacham, Meade, Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morse, 


Morton, Nelson, Outlaw, Peaslee, Penn, Putnam, Risley, | 


Rockwell, Rose, Rumsey, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shep- 
perd, Silvester, Spaulding, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Taylor, James Thompson, Thurman, Underhill, Van Dyke, 


Walden, Watkins, Weliborn, Wentworth, White, Wil- | 


liams, Woodward, and Wright—90. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the | 


table. 

Mr. BAYLY called for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order of 
business was the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I hope my colleague will give 
way for one moment 


Mr. BAYLY. Certainly. 


DRY-DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. BOCOCK. [understand that there is upon 


the Speaker’s table a communication from the | 


Secretary of the Navy in answer to the resolution 


offered by the gentleman from New York a few | 
days ago, transmitting information relative to the | 
construction of a dry-dock in California. I ask | 


that, by unanimous consent, it may be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and printed. 
No objection being made, it was so ordered. 
Mr. McCLERNAND renewed the call for the 
regular order of business. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the commit- 
tees for reports; when 
Mr. MILLSON, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, made adverse reports in the 


following cases; which were severally ordered to | 


lie on the table and be printed: 

On the petition of Wm. Straber and other heirs 
of Peter Straber, late of York county, Pennsyl- 
vania, deceased, praying compensation for the 
services of the said Straber in the revolutionary 
war; 

On the petition of Samuel T. Cooper, of An- 
dover, Massachusetts, for compensation for ser- 
vices rendered by his father in saving the United 
States frigate Alliance during the war of the Revo- 
lution; and 

On the petition of Samuel Jack and other heirs 
of Matthew Jack, deceased, late of Westmore- 
land county, Pennsylvania, who was a captain 
in the eighth regiment of the Pennsylvania line 
during the revolutionary war, praying compensa- 
tion for the services of the said Matthew Jack. 

On motion by Mr. MILLSON, the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the following cases, and 
they were severally referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions: 

The memorial of William Randall, the only son 
and heir of Richard R. Randall, deceased, praying 
to be paid the amount of thirty loan office cer- 
tificates; 

The petition of the heirs of Lieutenant Frederick 
Von Wisselfels, praying for bounty land under 
the resolution of the Continental Congress of the 
2ith of August, 1776; 

The memorial of Roswell Tarbox, asking for 
i in consideration of revolutionary services; 
an . 

The petition of John Mandeville, praying com- 
pensation for property takea into possession by 




















Committee on the Judiciary, reported back with- 
out amendment Senate bill entitled ‘* An act au- 
thorizing the payment of interest upon the ad- 
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ADVANCES BY THE STATE OF MAINE. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, from the | 


vances made by the State of Maine for the use of 
the United States Government in the protection of || 
the northeastern frontier;’’ which bill was referred || 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

_On motion by Mr. S., the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary was discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the following cases, and they were sev- 
erally ordered to lie on the table: 

The memorial of citizens of Cobb county, 
Georgia, praying for an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of a court-house for the use of the United 
States court; and 

The petition of N. N. Barmon and David 
Brewton, praying to be released from the obliga- 
tion of a certain forfeited bond as bail for one 
James G. Burton. 

On motion by Mr. SAWTELLE, the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims was discharged 
from the further consideration of the following 
cases, and they were severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions: 

The petition of Richard L. Jones, of New Al- 
bany, Indiana, praying back pension on account 
of services rendered in the war of the Revolution; 

The petition of Sarah Teas, the widow of a 
revolutionary officer, asking for a pension; 

The petition of Devereux D. Bartlett, of Mar- 
blehéad, for additional allowances for the services 
of his late father, William Bartlett, in the war of 
the Revolution; and 

The petition of Maria Hills, of Chautauque 
county, New York, praying Congress to order her 
name to be placed on the pension roll, or to give 
to her some other aid. 

On motion by Mr. S., said committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion of Stephen Spaulding, of Gasconade county, 
Missouri, praying to be allowed for a certain sum 
loaned by him to Colonel Snelling for the purpose 
of paying the contingent expenses of a regiment 
at For Snelling, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. S., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report (which was ordered.to lie on the table 
and be printed) on the petition of Peter Dygert, 
asking payment for revolutionary services which 
was settled for in continental money of no value. 


REVOLUTIONARY BOUNTY LAND CERTIFI- 
CATES. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, to which the subject had 
been referred, reported a bill to enable Jacob Ban- 
ta to locate two revolutionary bounty land certifi- 
cates; which was read a first and second tame by 
its title. 

Mr. H. said that the report of this bill w&s or- 
dered at the last session of Congress, and that it 
had been lying in his drawer ever since. The bill 
is merely to enable the petitioner to locate certain 
Virginia bounty land serip which he has had in 
his possession for eighteen years. He therefore 
asked that the bill might be read through and put 
upon its passage. 

Mr. HALL. I believe, sir, that this bill refers 
to certain land certificates. I think that instead 
of adopting such a course of action as is proposed 
in relation to one or two of-those warrants, that 
our action ought to be general. It seems to me 
to be a very bad policy to single out one or two 
individual cases out of a whole class, and legis- 
late for their benefit, and at the same time exclude 
a large number of individual cases that are equally 
meritorious. For the purpose, therefore, of inclu- 
ding all individuals who occupy precisely the 
same position with those persons mentioned in 
that bill, I shall offer the following amendment. 

The Crerx read the amendment, (a copy of 
which could not be proeured,) which provided that 
the right to locate bounty land scrip should be 
general—that it should cover all cases of the char- 
acter provided for in this bill. 

Mr. STRONG. I rise to a point of order. I 
submit that this amendment is not in order as an 
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the American army during the revolutionary war, | amendment to the private bill which is now before 
and destroyed by the enemy while in the public | the House for its consideration. 
use. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the amendment is not in order. It.is not in order 
to offer to a bill for the relief of an individual an 


amendment providing for a general law. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Y ask if it is not com- 


| petent, under the rules, to substitute a general law 


embracing this case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HALL. Will it be in order to move to 
recommit this bill, with instructions to report a 
general bill? 

TheSPEAKER. It is not in order to offer in- 
structions to the commiftee to do that whieh the 
House itself cannot do. 

Mr. HALL. I move to recommit the bill, and 


| my object in making that motion is, that the Com- 


mittee on Private Land Claims may report a bill 
for all individuals who are circumstanced as this 
individual is. That is my object. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, (Mr. Hatt yielding the 
floor.) I hope the gentleman will also instruct 
the Committee en Private Land Claims to take 
into consideration the case of soldiers who served 
in the war with Great Britain of 1812, who have 
received military warrants, but who have been un- 
able to locate them, in consequence of the expira- 
tion of the time allowed by law for their location. 
The justice and consistency of such a course of 
procedure is manifest. 

Mr. HARRIS, (Mr. Haut yielding the fioor.) 
I wish to say one word in relation to this bill, 
There can be no proposition introduced here for 
the benefit of an individual, but what everything 
is piled upon it—public lands, and revolutionary 
at military claams—everything that is imagmmable. 

This is simply a bill to enablean individual who has 
had possession of these warrants for eighteen years, 
to locate them, and the reason why he asks it is 
this: There was a defect in the original assignment 
of these warrants. The law providing for them 
to be assigned, required certain witnesses to be 
present at the assignment; but at the time the 
assignment was made in this case, the witnesses 
were not present. The assignee of these war- 
rants, after having them in possession and endea- 
voring to locate them, ascertained this defect. 
| Upon going back to Kentucky, where the warrauts 
were assigned, the individuals who had assigned 
them were dead, and their heirs were scattered to 
all parts of the country. Andafter years spent in 
endeavoring to obtain an assignment by those 
heirs in the legal manner, he finds himself utterly 
unable to do it. He now (presenting ample proof 
here that the original assignment was in good 
| faith—proof that has fully satisfied the Committee 
on Private Land Claims that the assignment was a 
bona fide one for sufficient considerations) asks to be 
enabled to locate these warrants, and solely on that 
ground. He does not ask an additional donation 
for this specified purpose, but only to enable him 
to obtain the benefit of these warrants, of which 
he became possessed in good faith, and which he 
cannot obtain except by some provision to enable 
him to locate them as they now stand. He would 
have been enabled to locate them years ago bus for 
the defect in the assignment. He asks now, that 

Congress will permit him to locate them by waiv- 

ing the defect in the assignment, which was re- 
| quired under the original law for their issue. 

Mr. HALL. I understand, sir, that the ciM*- 
ant in this case applies for relief, having been in 
possession of certain serip issued in lieu of Vir- 
ginia land warrants. There have been from time 
to time, appropriated for the satisfaction of serip 
holders of those unlocated warrants. About twelve 
hundred thousand acres of land have, | believe, 
now been exhausted—utterly exhausted, by indi- 

| viduals who have already located by scrip. 

Mr. ALBERTSON here made a ae which 

was inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. HALL. I meant that the lands appropri- 
ated outside of the reservation in Ohio lave all 
been exhausted. We have appropriated from time 
to time twelve hundred thousand acres, in addition 
| to the lands reserved in the State of Ohio. The 
whole of that land has been located by those war- 

rants, excepting about forty-nine or fifty thousand 

acres, which are embraced in the disputed terri- 
| ritory between what is called Roberts’s line and 
|| Ludiow’s line. That is, I think, all the land sub- 
ject to location in Ohio, that is of any value, that 
| the Government of the United States hiw already 
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sold and received the money for; and individuals | 
have settled upon it, and are now in possession of | 


valuable farms there. 


It appears to me, then, from this statement, that 1 


these individuals who own, this scrip are certain! 
in no better situation, so far as equity is concerned, 


than other individuals who hold unsatisfied Vir- | 


ginia land warrants. lt appears to me they stand 
upon tons J the same footing; and if it be right 
to make appropriations for the benefit of the hold- 
ers of this serip, we ought also to make an ap- 
propriation for the benefit of the holdevs of the 
unsatisfied Virginia land warrants. None of my 
constituents have any interest in this matter. I 
do not believe that there are half a dozen men in 
the State of Missouri who have Virginia land 
warrants. 

I only make this motion because, from the ex- 
amination which it became my duty to give to the 


subject, | was satisfied that these Virginia land | 


warrants ought to be paid in land by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact, that the whole of 
these lands between the two lings (Ludlow’s line 
and Roberts’s line) have been located by warrants 
in the name of a gentleman from Ohio—Mr. Wal- 
lace. He claims that this land in Ohio is subject 
to these warrants legally. The Senate of the 
United States have passed a bill, which was be- 
fore one of the committees of this House at the 
last session, to pay this Mr, Wallace some sev- 
enty-odd thousand dollars for his land in the State 
of Ohio. 

Now, here are claims that the Senate of the 
United States are willing to allow, and perhaps 


this House will feel itself called upon to allow, | 


unless something is done in the way of satisfying 
these outstanding warrants. I believe Mr. Wal- 
lace is willing to take land elsewhere. It appears 
to me that the interests of the Government, as well 
as the requirements of justice, demand that some- 
thing should be done Or the benefit of these out- 
standing land warrants. 

{ am informed by those who I think understand 
this matter thoroughly, that the land required to 
satisfy the whole of these warrants will not ex- 
ceed five hundred thousand acres; and while we are 
so liberaily making grants to soldiers who served 
in the war of 1812 and in the Indians wars, I 
think it only fair and reasonable that we should 
exercise a little liberality towards those who served 
in the revolutionary war, and who now hold land 
warrants that have not been satisfied or located, 
because there are no lands in the reserved tract in 
the State of Ohio worth locating upon. I move 


that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on || 


Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. 
reference to this bill. It seems to me that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri can better reach the object 
he wishes to attain, by a general bill. But I pro- 
test against the private bills being loaded down by 
provisions for the purpose which he indicates. | 
fully indorse the sentiments which the gentleman 
has expressed as to the propriety of a provision 
for the location of these warrants. They were is- 


sued many years ago, for meritorious services, | 


and the faith of the Government*in their issue 
ought to be fully redeemed. But this is the appli- 
cation of an individual who has held these land 
oe for eighteen years, and has been con- 

MMtly endeavoring to btain the proof necessary 
as to the original assignment, but the heirs of the 
parties who assigned the warrants to him, of 
whom there are a great number, are scattered all 
over the country, and some have gone to parts un- 
known and it is impossible to find them; and this 
scrip is therefore entirely worthless in his hands. 
He comes now tothe House, showing ample proof 
that the assignment to him of the warrants was 


made in good faith, although not exactly accord- || 


ing to law, and asks permission to locate them. 


instructions to report a general bill. This is not 
a private land claim; it is not the application of a 
private individual for his own benefit. It is a dif- 


ferent case altogether. I hope the bill will not be | 


One word, sir, in 


' do not ask any favor. 
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tion of any more time in debate upon this bill, and 
of determining it either by approval or rejection, 
I call for the previous question. 

The previous question received a second, and 


| the main a, was ordered, which main ques- | 


tion was first on the motion to recommit the bill. 
The question bemg taken on the motion to re- 
commit, it was carried in theaffirmative. 


Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules of the House |! 


be suspended, and the House resolve itself into 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BURT inquired if the morning hour had || 


expired ? 


‘he SPEAKER replied that the morning hour | 


had not expired, but that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia was in order without refer- 
ence to the morning hour. 


Mr. BURT. 


Virginia does not choose to wait till the expiration 


of the morning hour, I call for the yeas and nays | 


on his motion. 

Mr. KAUFMAN was understood to inquire if 
the business on the Speaker’s table was yesterday 
disposed of? 

The SPEAKER said that it was not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. Bay- 
Ly’s motion. 

Mr. BAYLY withdrew his motion. 


Mr. BRECK here asked permission to make a | 


report from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCLERNAND objected to the reception 
of any report out of its order. 

The SPEA KER said that as objection was made 
the report could not be received. 


PRE-EMPTION TU SETTLERS ON 
SON ROUGE GRANT. 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on | 


Private Land Claims, to which was referred Sen- | 


ate bill No. 68, entitled ** An act to grant the right 
of preém ytion to certain purchasers and settlers 


on the Maison Rouge Grant, in the event of the | 


final adjudication of the title in favor of the United 
States,”’ 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. W. asked that the bill might now be read | 
and put upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER said thatthe question now was | tion, and have merely addressed the House be- 


on ordering the bill to a third reading. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, said that | 
this was a matter of some importance, and one | 
that deserved consideration; and he would there- | 
ore move that the bill be committed to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
and he asked the previous question. 


Mr. MORSE requested the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania to withdraw the motion for the pre- 
vious question, to allow him to make a brief ex- 
planation to the House, 

Mr. THOMPSON agreed to withdraw the mo- 


tion if the gentieman would renew it when he had | 


concluded his explanation. 


Mr. MORSE. I hope the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania will yield me the floor for a moment, for || 


the purpose of explanation. 
Mr, THOMPSON having yielded the floor, 
Mr. MORSE said: I beg gentlemen, as a par- 
ticular favor, to lend me their attention for a few 


on this floor of the perfect justice of this bill, and 
of the necessity that it should be passed this day, 


I will never ask another favor of this body. Lask | 


this House to pass this bill to-day, in view of the 


fact that a judgment will probably be given to- 


morrow in this very case, which is now under con- 
sideration in the Supreme Court. It is probable, 
as | have said, that it will be decided to-morrow. 
It will be seen that the claimants in this case 
These people come into 
this House with a statement that they have pur- 
chased a large amount of property in the State of 


| Lousiana, covering nearly an entire county in the | 
i would vote most readily for a bill to’accom- |) 


lish the purpose at which the gentleman from | 
iaiacnnel aims, but 1 can see no propriety in re- || 
ferring this private bill back to the committee with | 


district which I have the honor to represent. 


These lands they purchased of Daniel W. Cox, of 


Pennsylvania; the money has been paid to this 


| gentleman, who was the assignee of a large amount 
| of land. 


A case is now brought before the Supreme 


| Court of the United States, arising out of this 


transaction, between the assignee of this land and 


recommitted, but will be taken up and passed by |, the United States, as to the legal right or title of 
the House, and allow this individuat to locate the } the former to this property. The present appli- 
land warrants which he has held for so long a time. || cation is made, thatin the event of judgment being 
And now, with a view of preventing the consump- || rendered in favor of the title of the United States 


this suit for it, ma 
|| again of the Unit 


the labor that has been bestowed upon it b 


Well, sir, as the gentleman from || 


THE MAI- | 


reported back the same without amend- , 


| tion is always dangerous. 


‘| is not understood. 


| that these lands belong to the United States, to- 
minutes; and if 1 do not convince every member | 
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to the land, those who have paid the defendent in 
have the liberty of buying it 

States. : 
Why, Mr. Speaker, here is land worth at th» 
present time upwards of fifty dollars, made so by 
pre who purchased it. The wooded lan - 
veen cleared at a cost of from five to fifty dollars 
in addition to the price that was originally paiq 
for it. However, these people are willing to loge 
their purchase money, should the case be decided 
in favor of the United States; they only desire to 
have the right, if the United States should recover 
these lands—as they have done in some cases— 


_ that they should have the right-of preémption on 
| their own farms, which by their own labor ang 


capital they have improved. 

Such is the justice of their claim, that the State 
of Louisiana, which is entitled to five hundred 
thousand acres of land, has decided, in case this 
suit be decided in the Supreme Court in favor of 


the United States, to give their citizens a preémp- 


tion right, and secure them from having to pay 
an enormous price for land for their own planta. 
tions that have been rendered valuable by thp 
labor that they have bestowed upon it. Many of 
them have been born on these lands, and are 
looked upon by them in the light of homesteads, 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, made a re. 
mark wholly inaudible at the Reporter’s desk, 
Mr. MORSE. The United States have often 
refused to put this land into the market. Until the 


| last year the United States also refused to try the 


validity of their claim to these lands; and it is be- 
cause, now that the claim is instituted, and it is 


| probable that the judgment may be given in favor 


of the United States, that this bill is urged to pro- 


| tect these people, who have purchased of another 


assignee, perhaps from total ruin. The applica- 
. . . é 
tion is simply made to enable them to permit them 


| to retain this land, which they had paid Daniel 
| W. Cox $5 50 per acre for, by paying the United 
| States for it again. It simply demands, that if the 


United States should recover this land, that they 
should be allowed to purchase a preémption right 
for ten cents per acre. 

Iam under a pledge to renew the previous ques- 


cause I was desirous to convince the House of 


| the justice and necessity of passing this bill at 


once. 

Mr. STRONG (Mr. Morse withdrawing his 
motion for the previous question) said: In refer- 
ence to this matter [ unital desire to say, that | 
am opposed to legislating, as a general principle, 
in reference to pending questions. Such legisla- 
I understand that the 
Supreme Court is now engaged on this case; and 


| if the decision of that court should determine that 


these sales are good, and that the United States 
have not a title to the land, then any confirmatory 
act is quite unnecessary. I should like to ask, 
whether it will not be time enough to confirm 
those grants when it shall have been decided that 


|| the United States has a title to them? 


Mr. MORSE. I see the necessity of this case 


If it shall be decided to-day 


morrow, or just as soon as the telegraph shall 


|| have spread the news, claimants owning warrants 
‘| to Government land will come here and claim 
| these lands, and perhaps compel the present occu- 


pants to pay exorbitant prices for it. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. I understand this land 


| to be in suit between individuals and the United 
| States; and that, if the suit goes against the indi- 


viduals, the lands will become immediately sub- 
ject to oe entry by other persons at $1 25 per 
acre. The gentleman is mistaken if these lands 
have not been ordered into market by the procla- 
mation of the United States, which is a necessary 
preliminary in order to the sale of public lands in 
the land offices. ‘ 
Mr. MORSE. I think that the gentleman is 
mistaken as to the land laws upon that subject. 
am of opinion, that as the law stands, the preémp- 
tion and right of settlement is open to all persons, 
as upon all other lands of the United States. They 
are got open to be sold by public auction until 
an order from Government; but settlers may go 00 
them immediately with a view to a preémption. 
Mr. VINTON. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, if these petitioners are 10 
possession of this land? 
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Mr. MORSE. Many of them have held it for fixed by law to be $4 per day as the maximum, | The SPEAKER replied that the deficiencies bill 


upwards of twenty-five years. | or ten vents the hundred words. being a prior special order to the one referred to 

Mr. VINTON. I would suggest, then, if these || Now 1 do not understand that ‘it is competent | by the gentleman from New York, must be dis- 
people are really in possession of the land, that |; for this House to provide for the expense of copy- || posed of before that special order could be reached. 
no other persons can come and locate upon it. || ing those opinions out of the contingent fund. I || Mr. HARALSON wished to make an inquiry. 


Mr. MORSE. They can only claim under the || offer this resolution to meet this case, as I think, |, It was ordered yesterday that the House proceed 
preémption law about one hundred and sixty | in order. The original resolution simply calls for |, tothe consideration of the business on the Speak- 
acres of land, but many of these persons have || copies of these opinions, with an index; and when | er’r table. That business, he apprehended, was 


yurchased one thousand or twelve hundred. They || these copies are furnished, then the question of \\ not yet disposed of. He wished to inquire of the 
fave raised the value of these lands to at least $50 || printing and the expense will come up for the || Chair if it was in order to rescind that order of the 
per acre, In addition to having bestowed upon it ouse to determine. It may be that when thecopy || House? 


their labor and capital. Government certainly | of these opinions is transmitted to this House, The SPEAKER. The order of the House yes- 
would not endeavor to speculate upon its own citi- || it will form a document of such a size and character | terday was to proceed at that time to the consid- 
zens, when it has repeatedly refused to put these | that this body might deem it expedient not to au- | eration of the business on the Speaker's table, but 
Jands in the market. But for the circumstance of | thorize its publication. it would have been in order to have submitted this 
these persons having paid another owner for the My opposition to the report of the majority is, | motion at any time whilst disposing of the busi- 
land, no claim, no application would have been || that it proposes the publication of this book now; |, ness on the Speaker’s table. 

made here. If this land fall into the hands of || it estimates what the size of the book will be, Mr. HARALSON. I have only to say, then, 


speculators, it would be the ruin of a large por- || when it is not yet prepared; when the opinions are that I hope we shall proceed with the business on 
tion of the upper part of the State of Louisiana. || not yet copied the Speaker’s table. 





They do not ask the Government to give them A Memper. Yes they are. The question was then taken on agreeing to Mr. 

this land, but to allow them to os it. | Mr. McLANE. Well, a very small number, Barty’s motion, and it was decided in the affirma- 
The bill was then read a third fime, and passed. || a very insignificant portion of them. The eom- | tive. 

CONFIRMATION OF A LAND SALE. || mittee estimates how many volumes of these opin o the House resolved itself into Committee of 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, from the Committee on | ions there will be, and proposes that they shall be | the Ww hole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Meape 
Private Land Claiena, ‘reported back, without , Published as a whole book, and that this House |, in the chair.) 
€ . =9 ’ 


dment, Senate bill No. 62, entitled * An act shall subscribe for so many copies. We want the On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the committee took 
> S é 4 - Od, € L ah . ‘ ? | ae 
os cai the sale of school Siceden made to J. B opinions of the Attorneys General in the archives || up the deficiencies bill. 
0 ct se ® . “ . . . ’ ? . | > ra . m . 

‘ . oot y — Gov ent as a public document, so that Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
Gregoire and P. Gregoire, in Louisiana.” || of the Governmer I ’ not 


| when any members of Congress in their ordinary | taken the floor for the purpose of making an hour’s 
OPINIONS OF THE ATTORNEYS GENERAL. || duty, may not have to search the manuscripts of || speech, or what is called a set speech. I have read 
Mr. BRECK, by unanimous consent, from the || the Attorneys General, to investigate his opinions || over this deficiencies bill for the purpose of seeing 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- || in getting the information he desires. I would || whether there was any clause in it providing 


ferred the message from the President of the Uni- || have them furnished to this House, as a part of || means for carrying ifto execution the bounty land 

ted States in answer to a resolution of the House || its archives. 1 would have the usual number fur- || law of last session. : 

of Representatives, requesting him to have pre- || nished to members. But it was never contem- Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, asked if it would 

pared and communicated to them certain opinions plated by order of Congress that they should be || be in order to have the bill read now? 

of the Attorneys General, made a report, accom- yublished to be circulated over the country. | Mr. ROBINSON moved that the reading of the 

panied by a joint resolution providing for the pub- V hether their publication costs $860 or $80,600, 1 | bill be dispensed with, as every gentleman had the 

lication of certain opinions of the Attorneys Gen- || see no necessity for giving the country those pub- |, bill on his desk. 

eral; which was read a first and second time by || lished opinions since 1840, with the opinions prior The question was then taken on the motion to 

its title. to that dean the latter we have got as public doc- || dispense with the reading of the bill, and decided 
[The joint resolution provides for the compila- || uments, but we have not got them as a book, pub- | in the negative. 

tion and publication, under the direction of Mr. || lished to the country. It is not forsale,as a book || Mr. JONES. That isa question which cannot 


B. F. Hall, of two thousand copies of these opinions, |! subscribed for by Congress. For one, | desire to || be decided by a majority of the committee. The 
in four octavo volumes, to be bound in calf, at an | have the opinions since 1840 preserved precisely | question to suspend the reading of a bill can only 
expense of $8,000. ] || as those are prior to 1840, in the archives of Gov- || be entertained by the unanimous consent of the 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, made a | ernment, as public documents, printed by order of |, committee. Any gentleman on this floor has the 
few remarks, which the Reporter was unable to || Congress at an insignificant expense. These |! right tocall forthe reading. 
hear. He was understood to say that he was en- || opinions could be copied in six months, and at an The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tirely opposed to the resolution reported by the || almost nominal cost, of $800 or $900. It might still || tleman from Tennessee is correct. The Clerk will 
Committee on the Judiciary, and that he was in || be left to the discretion of this House, when the || proceed to read the bill. 


favor of an amendment which his friend from || opinions were received, to order extra numbers. The bill was then read. 

Maryland [Mr. McLane] was about to offer, and || It might be made to cost $8,600, but I do not think || a Sd: E \ 

which he hoped wquid meet with the concurrence | that it would cost anything like that amount. EXECUTION OF THE BOUNTY LAND LAW. 
of the House. I have said all that I desire to say as to what! |} Mr. ROBINSON. ‘The necessary estimates for 


Mr. McLANE moved to strike out the report || deem expedient, and‘all that I wish to say as to || providing means to enable the Third Auditor’s 
and resolution of the Committee on the Judiciary, |) my own object originally in bringing the “subject || Office and the Pension Office to carry into effect 
and to substitute a resolution authorizing the com- || to the attention of the House. I simply want the || the provisions of the bounty land law, were sent 
pilation of those opinions and their transmission |! opinions between 1840 and 1850, as we had them by the proper departments’ to the committee, of 
to the House, and providing also for the payment | prior to 1840. I wish to have them hereas public || which lLhad the honor to bechairman. ‘hat com- 
out of the contingent fund of the House a com- documents, in the archives of this House, and not || mittee, however, thought it more properly came 
pensation of $3 per day to the clerk employed or || confined to the office of the Attorney General. || within the province of the Committee of Ways 
to be employed in preparing such compilation. Now,a word as to the mode of publi sation sug- | and Means to provide the money for carrying into 

The SPEAKER. he Chair will state to the | gested by the committee. Does not the House || effect the bounty land law, rather than that of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McLane] that it || see that, in the first place, it is radically defective, || select committee. I therefore turned over the es- 
is not in order to offer a simple resolution, as an || in being the publication of a new work—the pub- || timates to the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
amendment toa joint resolution. The amendment || lication of a work for general sale and general | and Means. He informs me that he made an in- 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland contem- || distribution, at the expense of Congress and un- effectual effort in his committee to get a section in- 
plates the action of the House only to the extent || der the patronage of Congress? This work is to | serted making the provision asked for. 
of paying a certain amount out of the contingent || be compiled and published by Congress, and | Mr. Chairman, it is surprising that the Cgm- 
fund of the House. || Congress is to buy its own number of copies at mittee of Waysand Means, or that any one, since 

Mr. McLANE. Theamendment was originally $8,600, and then the speculation is to be thrown | that law has passed, should object to providing 
drawn as a joint resolution, but I suppose that as open to the whole country. It is defective again, || ways and means to carry it into execution, I must 
the substitute for the report a simple resolution of | because it will lead to endless multiplication of || say, however, that the proceedings of the House 
this kind could be entertained. '| expenses for extra numbers. It will necessarily || disclose some rather singular facts. You will ob- 

The SPEAKER. The question before the | involve the publication of these opinions prior to || serve that whenever we can get the yeas and nays 

ouse is On agreeing to the joint resolution. || 1840, and it places this House in the attitude, not || upon any question affecting this bounty land law, 

Mr. McLANE. Then, sir, I offer my amend- || of being a subscriber to a publication deemed use- | scarcely more than twenty or thirty, out of two 
ment as a joint resolution, authorizing the payment || ful and necessary, but of being the publisher and hundred and thirty Representatives on this floor, 
of that sum of money out of the Treasury of the | compiler of the work. ‘True, we shall not get the | have the boldness to record their names against 
United States. But before I make the motion I rofit of it, but we appoint an agent, and after we | the measure; and yet when we pass between tell- 
wish to make an explanation. In July last the | att paid him for his work, we leave him the | ers we are invariably defeated. I call upon the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary re- || market of the country open to his own profits. | friends of this bounty land law, therefore, to stand 
ported a resolution to this House calling for these | up with me, and provide the ways and means for 
opinions. It was a precise copy of the reselu- | carrying it into effect. And let me say here, 
tions which had passed this House in 1840 which | 
called for the opinions of the Attorneys General | 
upto that year. It was simply a call for informa- | 

' 
i 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. | 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the rules be suspended, || that I consider no man a friend of that law who 
and the House resolve itself into Committee of || votes against providing the necessary means to 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the spe- || carry it into execution. Actions speak louder 


tion responded to by one of the Departments of 1 cial order. - | than words. Every member of this House knew 


Government, which transmitted the copies bya 
clerk who received’the usual rate of compensation 
pe for copying documents in any Department. 

he rate of compensation for such coppying was 


Mr. BRIGGS inquired if it would be in order || when this law was passed at the last session, that 
to move to take ur the other special order, the || it would require a large increased force in the sev- 
|| branch mist bill ir cage the ncticr cf the gentle- || eral bureaus to carry it into exeeution; and now, if 
man from Virginia was not agreed to? || we refuse to provide that force, we cannot in can- 
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dor stand up here and say we are the friends of | 
that measure. 
‘The gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 
suauy,) when he addressed the House the other 
day—and | was sorry to find it so—arrayed him- | 
self in opposition to the bill which the select com- | 
mittee reported for the purpose of enabling the | 
Departments to have it properly executed. He 
commenced his speech with the announcement 
that he was the ardent friend of thatlaw. I should 
be pleased to know how any one could be the ar- 
dent friend of a law, and yet refuse to provide the | 
ways and means for carrying it into execution. | 
It is known that this Administration is not one | 
of my choosing. It is known that I have no po- | 
liucal partiality for it. I have nothing to do with | 
the patronage of this Administration. I have no | 
power to make appointments. I have no power | 
to say who should be the Third Auditor, or who 
should be the Commissioner of Pensions, inasmuch | 
as the Administration in power is opposed to the 
political principles which I hold. All I can do is, | 
to vote it the ways and means to carry on the | 


machinery of Government, and then leave the re- | 


sponsibility to them for their proper application. | 
And I will here remark, that notwithstanding we 
politically disagree, as far as the Third Auditor is 
concerned, in the intercourse I have had with that 
gentleman, he has evinced every disposition to 
carry this law into effect; and I will say further, 
that whenever I have had occasion to go to that 


Department, I have invariably found him at work. | 
1 believe also Mr. | 
Rind, who has charge of the rolls, is a working 


I believe he is a working man. 


man. I believe these gentlemen are doing all in 
their power to facilitate the examination of the 


rolls of which the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 


Maarsnatz} has spoken. The committee went | 
into the tombs, as they are called, where the rolls | 
are on deposit. They examined them, and took the | 
testimony of Mr. Rind, who has had charge of them | 
for more than twenty years, in relation to them, 

and they came to the conclusion, that the best which | 
could be done with them would be to leave them | 
where they are, and give the force required for | 
their examination. The gentleman from Ken- | 


tucky is in favor of printing them in all the news- | 


papers in the United States, in order to give every | 
one an opportunity of examining them for him- | 
self, Why, sir, it would take all the newspapers 
in the United States three years or more to per- 
form this task, It is not the examination of the 
roll of a single company merely, but you have to 
go through an indefinite number of rolls for the 
samecompany. These men are scattered in every 
porvan of the country. 


Indiana would be of little or no consequence, even 
if it were practicable. More than half the persons 
whose names are found upon the rolls are dead. 
For my part, I am quite willing, though opposed 
to this Administration, to vote them every dollar— 


to vote them every man they ask—to carry out | 


that law. I want to give them all the money and 
all the men they ask for, to see whether they will | 
carry it out in good faith. 

I believe I have stated that there has been an 
unnecessary delay in issuing these warrants. The 
reason for the delay, and the only one now left, 
is, that the engravings from which the warrants 
amg to be printed have not yet been furnished. I 
tink these engravings ought never to have been 
ordered—that they were wholly unnecessary. 
This Government has enacted bounty land laws | 
heretofore, and warrants have been printed upon | 
common letter press, as the old Commissioner of 
Pensions well says. If the Secretary of the Interior | 
had adopted the same Course in relation to prepar- | 
ing these warrants that was pursued with former | 
ones, they would have been issued within twenty 
days after the ge of the law. He has, how- | 
ever, jone to the trouble and expense of ordering 
engravings, and they have not yet been furnished; | 
and this has caused the delay in issuing the war- 
rants. I think that this course has involved an 
unnecessary delay and an unnecessary expense; 
but that we cannot help now. We must repeal | 
the law, or we must give the ways and means for 
carrying it into effect. I imtend to move, when 
the proper time arrives, to insert a section in the 
deficiency bill providing the money to the Third 
Auditor's office necessary to employ the additional 
force he requires. I also intend to move that we 
give to the Department of the Interior the money 
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The publication of the | 
ist of names in any one county in Kentucky or | 


nece for paying the clerks in the Pension 
Office. It seems to me we can do no more and no 
less than this. The clerks have already been ap- 
pointed; they are now in those offices, and they 
ought to be paid. I call upon the friends of this 
law, when the motion is made, to stand up and vote 
for such provisions, so that this Administration 
may be left without an excuse for not carrying 
this law into effeet. The bill which I had the 
_ honor to present here has been the subject of some 
debate. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, interrupted 


Mr. R., and was understood to say: | know the. 


gentleman from Indiana has given much attention 
to this subject of bounty lands. I have had some 
business myself to transact in relation to those 
grants, which I have been unable to commute be- 
cause the warrants have not been issued. I desire 
to know of the gentleman from Indiana why it is 
the Commissioner.of Pensions does not go on 
with the issue of these warrants? He has now a 
large force employed, and I wish to know why 
there is not some progress made? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I thought I had explained 
this matter sufficiently already. If the gentleman 
will take the trouble to read the report of the se- 
lect committee, he will find the excuse they give. 
I will repeat, the excuses given by those con- 


nected with the Pension Office for this delay is | 
this; In the first place, the engravings they have 


ordered upon which to issue the warrants have not 


been furnished by the engraver, and on this ac- | 
The committee | 


count they have not been issued. 
found this reason was not satisfactory. 
Mr. THOMPSON. 


1ave been issued. Now, if they have been ab 
} I ed. Now, if they have been able 


to issue any warrants at all, | do not see why | 


they have not been able to issue more. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Since the report of the com- 
mittee was made | am advised that two sets of the 


engravings which were ordered have been re- | 
ceived—the one hundred and sixty acre and the 


forty acre plates. They have ordered three sets 
of plates—one hundred and sixty acre, eighty 
acre, and a forty acre plate. 

{ Here several sentences were entirely inaudible. | 

When I was last in the Pension Office they had 
a one hundred and sixty acre plate, and had com- 
menced issuing warrants. 

W hen the Commissioner of Pensions announced 
that they had commenced the issue of the warrants, 
there was but one issued—but one solitary war- 
rant. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to deal tenderly 
with this Commissioner of Pensions. Let me re- 


mark that the report never mentions the name of the | 


Commissioner of Pensions. We reported in favor 
of furnishing that office with every facility necessa- 
ry to carry on their operations without embarrass- 
ment. I had some few copies of that pamphlet 


report published, and having a great many of those | 


applications myself in charge, I added a card for 
the information of my constituents—for their pri- 
vateeye. I stated that I did not know when they 
would get their warrants; for, as far as these ofh- 
cers were concerned, they manifested but little 
inter@st in the discharge of their duty. It seems that 


this met the eye of the Commissioner of Pensions, | 


who thought it necessary to publish a letter in all 
the city papers, with the request that country 
papers would copy it, repelling these charges. 

Now, when I wrote that letter, I did not think 
of the Commissioner of Pensions at all, for as far as 
he was concerned in the examination of the whole 
subject, | regarded him as a mere cipher. He 
afforded no information in that examination. We 
asked him for no information. It is true, he signed 
the letters addressed from that Bureau to the com- 
mittee, but I regarded him as only the nominal 
head, and his signature pro forma. 

I have no doubt he is a very clever old gentle- 
man, but he is too old for the place, That office re- 
quires an energetic, vigorous, and active head. 

The former Commissioner was turned out on 
account of his age and inefficiency. [ will say 
this: that I believe the present Commissioner is 
not by any means as efficient as was the former, 


| and I thought the former not sufficiently so. 


These are my opinions, honestly entertained. 

| I have sought no conflict or issue with the present 
Commissioner; and if he had not obtruded himself 

| unnecessarily upon the public as the champion of 
| the Secretary of the Interior and his whole bureau, 


| 
} 


| I should not have noticed him. He has, how- 


I am told some warrants | 








ever, intimated that I have not told the truth jin 
relation to this matter, and further intimates that 
I am unworthy of his notice, but for my station 
in Congress. 
| [hope I have now explained to the gentleman 
| from Mississippi to his satisfaction in reference tp 
the delay. I do not attempt to apologize for tha: 
delay. I think it was on account of the unneces. 
| sary course of the Secretary of the Interior, in oy. 
| dering the engravings alluded to. But the House 
/cannot undo this. We can neither remove nor 
appoint an officer, if we have the disposition. Ajj 
| we can do is, to vote the Government the neces. 
| sary supplies for carrying on its operations, and 
| leave the responsibility with the Executive. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under. 
| stood to ask if the clerks in the Pension Office 
have been engaged on the rolls at all? If they 
have been making preparations for issuing the 
warrants with promptness when the plates oy 
which they are to be engraved shall be furnished? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand there are now 
thirty-seven neW clerks in the Pension Office, ap- 
pointed with a view to execute this law. These 
clerks are now engaged, and have been engaged 
for some time past, in receiving and registering 
applications, and in sending those applications, 
when necessary, to the Third Auditor’s office, to 
be examined. As soon as the plates are furnished, 
they will be ready to issue the warrants. I am 
told they have the forty and one hundred and 
sixty acre plates ready. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, was under- 
stood to inquire, whether it was not the rule in re- 
lation to the examination of cases, to decide cases 
as soon as filed ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. No, sir; that is not the 
rule. The rule is to take up the applications in 

| turn—in the order in which they are filed. They 
then decide whether there is sufficient proof or 
not. They make no preliminary examination. 
The system is so bad in that office that if you 
were to write a letter to-day, asking whether cer- 
tain applications had been filed under the law, it 
weebd perinign take a week for them to find that 
out. I have had a great many letters written to 
| me in relation to these applications; but knowing, 
as I do, that it is almost impossible to look up a 
particular case, I have not required them to at- 


| tempt it. 

| Mr. INGE. I will state, I had occasion some 
time ago to inquire at the Pension Office if a cer- 
tain application had been placed on file, and was 
informed that the case could not be found. It 
seems there has been no system whatever in the 
registration of applications in that office. It is 
certainly a very extraordinary state of things. 

Mr. ROBINSON. If gentlemen will examine 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
appendix of the report, they will learn the condi- 
tion of things when Congress met. They will find 
that after or about the first of December the appli- 

‘cations began to come in in large quantities—in 
some cases, thousands per day. The consequence 
was, it was impossible for the clerks to record 
them as fast as they came in. They had to lay 
them aside. The business of registering and in- 
dexing all the applications required a great deal of 
time, and it was found impossible to index and 
register them, from time to time, as fast as they 
came in. I say this much in justice to those em- 

| ployed in the Pension Office. I believe, if a man 
presents an-application, it is no more thar right 
that he should wait till his proper turn. They 
cannot, in the office, determine in advance. It 
| would*also make double the work—for they would 
| have to look them all over again afterwards. 

| Mr. ALBERTSON.” It is impossible, until 

,compared with the muster-rolls, to determine 

| whether a case is a good one or not, and this ex- 
amination is at another bureau. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In order to find out whether 

/a man is entitled to land or not, the Commissioner 
must send to the proper bureau to examine the 

rolls. This cannot be done in a minute. When 

| these cases come in at the rate they have, I am not 

| Peoetont to find fault with the Commissioner of 
Pensions on this head. 

The present chief clerk I regard as a tolerable 
officer. I do not believe he is a man who possesses 
the qualification to manage such a large bureau 8s 

| well as some men, but he is a’man of great indus- 

_ try, and disposed to do as well as he can, and to ac- 

| eommodate every one who has business with him. 
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~ Another word with regard to this examination, | meet with no delay or obstruction, so far as that l 


Since the report of the select committee has been || bureau is concerned. Place a vigorous, energetic, | 


submitted, two letters have been received from the || com 


Third Auditor’s office. 
place, for twenty additional clerks, and stated that | 
that would bea sufficient number. Now, he states | 
that number will not be sufficient, and asks that 
the bill may be so modified as to leave the number 
unlimited. One of the reasons given for this re- | 
quest is, that members of Congress who have ap- | 
plications in their charge will come and ask for a | 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| 


tent man at the head of the Pension Bureau, 


He asked, in the first || or place a competent man at the head of this —_ 
the 


of clerks that are asked for, separate from 
other duties of that bureau, and you will have the 
law executed in a reasonable time. The Com- 
missioner of Pensions has estimated the number | 
of applications that will come under this law at two 
hundred and fifty thousand. I differ materially 
from that opinion. Not over forty thousand cases 


| 


preliminary examination; that so much time is || have been filed; and I venture the prediction that | 
expended in these preliminary examinations that i you will not have forty thousand more filed within | 


the general examination is much retarded. Now, 
if members of Congress are disposed to trouble 
the oficers in the Third Auditor’s office in this 
manner, they surely will have liberality enough to | 
yote him the means to make them. 

| will here say, that if gentlemen wish to make 
any further inquiries in@relation to this matter, [ 


The question for this Congress to decide is, |, 


whether, after the passage of the law giving bounty 
land to soldiers, we shall come forward and vote 
ways and means for carrying that law into effect? 
It is not how Government officers shall perform 
their duty. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. In justice to those gen- 
tlemen, who have been indirectly attacked, I will 
state, that I have received applications made by | 
gentlemen who are unable to prove their service. | 
These applications have been presented to the 
Third Auditor’s office, as they have no other 
means of ascertaining whether ios are entitled to 
bounty land. In my intercourse with these offi- 
cers in the Pension Department, and with Mr. Gal- 
laher himself, I have never met gentlemen in my 
life more ready to do their duty in every respect, | 
to furnish any information required, than these 
gentlemen. I have rarely ever found a gentleman 
whom I believed better qualified for the duties of 
this office than the chief clerk in the Pension Of- 
fice, Mr. Evans. I believe he is entitled to civil 
treatment in this House. With regard to Mr. 
Gallaher, I will say, I have never found a maa | 
more ready to perform his duty in every respect; 
and I feel bound to give this testimony in his 
favor—though I do not like his politics, I do like 
his gentlemanly conduct and his efficiency as a 
public officer. My rule is, to award justice to 
every man. Ido not believe we should make any 
party capital out of this case, because shis gentle- | 


man belongs to a different school of politics from’ || 


ourselyes. 

Mr. ROBINSON continued. I have no desire 
to make political capital out of this matter. I am 
willing to award eredit where credit is due. I | 
have intended to do so in the report I submitted, | 
and in the speeches I have made on the subject. 

My colleague [Mr. Gorman] the other day ree- | 
ommended the removal of these rolls from the 
Third Auditor’s office to the control of the Second 
Auditor, and passed a high eulogy upon the indus- 
try, efficiency, and ability of that officer. I concur 
with my colleague fully in all he says in reference 
to that officer—Whig as he is, and I believe he 
is about as ultra a Whig as men generally get to | 
be. Lcare nothing about that. I am opposed to | 
that removal in toto. Iam satisfied the removal 


the present year. 

r. HAYMOND, who was indistinctly heard | 
at the Reporter’s desk, was understood to say: I 
want the chairman of the committee to declare 


whether there is need of twenty or twenty-five 


|| clerks being employed in the examination of the 
| rolls, and whether it is true, as stated by the gen- 
shall be happy to answer them. \| 


tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mansmatct,} that 
but one clerk can be employed at a time? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I will tell you the facts 
about this thing: There is a book in the Third | 
Auditor’s Bureau alphabetically arranged, contain- | 
ing the names of the officers engaged in the late 
war. You have but to refer to that book for the 


|| purpose of finding the name of the captain under 


whom the soldiers served. Finding the name of 
the captain, you then see the name of the pay- 
master, and you can at once go to the appropriate 


|| roll andsee whether the name of the soldier can 


| be found. So far from its being impracticable to 


| the third section. 


employ more than one clerk, an indefinite number 
of clerks can be profitably employed. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. himethene} is en- 
tirely mistaken in his hypothesis that only one or | 
two clerks can be profitably employed at a time. 
I am quite confident that they ean profitably em- 
ploy the number asked for, and I shall vete for 


them. 


Mr. Chairman, much was said, when this | 
bill was discussed the other day, in reference to | 
I desire to say a few words in 
reference to it now. The committee, in examining | 


|| the regulations which the Secretary of the Interior 
| had caused to be adopted, in order to make out | 
| the applications and proofs, to secure the advan- | 


tages of this bounty land law, concluded oe 
were in some respects too complex, and two rigid, 


{and therefore recommended a modification of 


them. This third section embraced those modifi- | 
cations. The committee recommended such modifi- 
cations to be made, and they take the responsibility 
of so acting upon themselves alone. I wish, how- 
ever, to say, In reference to this matter, that the 


| language and structure of the section, but not the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


of these rolls. would prejudice the public in- | 


terests in many ways. ‘These rolls are placed | 
in the Third Auditor’s office for the purpose of be- 

ing vouchers for the payment of large sums of 

ae that have been paid out to officers and sol- 
lers. 

In addition to that, they are placed under the 
charge of that gentleman in order to make pay- 
ment of all arrears that may yet be due, and to ad- 
minister such pension laws as devolve upon that 
office. Their removal would involve the passage 
of several other laws for transferring duties now 
before that Bureau to the other. 

[think it eught not to be done. These are my 
Opinions upon that subject. If you were to under- 
take to copy these rolls, covering, as they do, a 
period of more than sixty years, it would require 
a 9 great clerical foreé to do it. You have no 
idea how much Jabor would be required to copy 
- unless you examine them personally your- 
self. 

_ Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the Third Aud- | 
itor’s office is concerned, there is no difficulty in | 
the execution of the law at all. Give him the 

reasonable force that he asks for, end you will | 


eee CL 


ideas, were the work of the Secretary. 1 think he 
has drawn it up properly and in such a manner as 
will most effectually carry out the intentions of 
the committee; and I am decidedly of the opinion 
that the House ought to pass the bill with the third 
section included. But this is a minor considera- 
tion. If gentlemen do not like that section, let 
them not make it an objection to the bill, but strike 
itout. I believe the section ought to be incorpo- 
rated in it, but if it be struck out, I shall vote for 
the bill without it. 

This third section simply provides for this: that | 
inasmuch as the muster-rolls of the regiments in 
the service of the United States prior to the war 


of 1812 were destroyed by fire when the British |, 


burnt the public buildings in 1814, and therefore 
no verification by rolls can be made, and inasmuch 


‘as the soldiers who fought in the old Indian wars | 


Lin the last centur 


are thus deprived of such 


| proofs, they might be permitted, when they could 


not find a fellow-soldier to prove their service by, 
to go before a court or a justice of the peace in the | 
county where they reside, and prove their credi- | 
bility; and by traditionary evidence and the belief | 
of the community as to their having participated | 
in these wars, their services. This section pro- | 
vides that in such cases, this testimony should be 

sufficient to entitle these old soldiers to their bounty | 
land. These men are generally very old—over | 
eighty years of age, or about that, and the num- 
ber is quitesmall. If, by any chance, an old man | 
of eighty years or over, should happen to get 

a warrant for forty acres of land, when he was not 


entitled to it, will it break the Government? And | 
shall this particular section, becauce it ~~ not | 
meet the views of gentlemen, defeat this bill? If) 


gentlemen do not like this provision—if they regard | 
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age as a misfortune, let them punish it by rejecting 
it, and take the responsibility. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I had occasion, a few 
years ago, in examinations which I then made, to 
ascertain something like the actual number of sol- 
diers employed in the war under Harmar and 
Wayne, which occurred between 1790 and 1795. 
The result of that investigation was, that about 
five thousand men in all were employed in that 
war. I suppose thata large majority of those who 
now survive, who served in that war, must be 
over eighty years of age, so that there is no room 
for any very extensive fraud in relation to that 
class of soldiers, even if it were possible that fraud 
could be perpetrated under this section of the bill. 
There can be but a very few of that class of sol- 
diers who have survived to the present day. The 
difficulties which they will experience in procuring 
the testimony to establish their service, fully jus- 
tify the latitude of this section. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is not the fault of these 
old men that the records of their service are lost. 
It is not their fault that the public buildings in 
which the public archives were Vodired were burned 
by the British. ‘They should not be held respon- 
sible for that act. Now, Mr. Chairman, it does 
seem to me a little remarkable that members of 
Congress should be so unwilling to adopt this third 
section, because perchance some of these old men 
may get forty acres of land—not being entitled to it, 
and yet, some of these gentlemen are making pro- 
fessions of giving this land to actual settlers, who 
never performed any service at all, and some of 
whom, perchance, may have fought against their 
country. All I have to say to such gentlemen is, 
meet the question boldly and fairly. It was not 
the intention of this third section, nor does the 
Secretary of the Interior so understand it, ta give 
any men the power to contradict the rolls. It was 
intended to provide only for such cases where the 
rolis were lost or destroyed. The Secretary of 
the Interior, who drew up the third section, so un- 
derstood it. it is made his duty to draw up regu- 
lations in order to carry out the intention of the 
section and give it effect. It is not possible for a 
law of Congress to goento all the minuti# neces- 
sary to carry it into effect. Wegive him our idea 
and he draws up the regulations. 

Mr. HAYMOND, interrupting, and who was 
scarcely audible at the Reporter’s desk, was un- 
derstood to say, that the Secretary of the Interior 
is not opposed to this section. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I am glad to hear this an- 
nouncemeat of the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. 
Haymonp,] and I was under the same impression, 
from the conversation I had with him; but inas- 
much as my colleague of the committee, [Mr. 
WituiaMs,] the gentleman from Tennessee, over 
the way, took occasion the other day to repel the 
idea that the Secretary was for this third section, 
I thought that I would take the responsibility off 
his shoulders. There is really no necessity for 
the section, for he adopted the regulations without 
additional legislation. There is another provision 
of this third section, to which | will advert. 

It is in relation to widows. Gentlemen have 
harped upon this provision very much. Now, the 
Secretary of the Interior, in his regulations, pur- 
suing the old regulations that were already in 
force in reference to the pension laws, where the 

rovided for the payment of money out of the 
Mresery. requir dont the widow should show 
when and where she was married and to whom; 
what her name was before she was married ; that 
she shall produce, first, a certified copy of the 
record of her marriage; second, a certified copy 
of the family record; third, the certificate of the 
clergyman or parson who officiated in the mar- 
riage ceremony. The committee thought this was 
too stringent, and they therefore proposed, that 
when the widow could not procure any of this 
testimony in the county where she lived, that she 
might be permitted to show by the neighbors who 
knew her husband in his lifetime, that they lived 
together as husband and wife and that this evi- 
dence should be taken as sufficient. 

They proposed to make a further provision— 
that wbuneval a clerk of the circuit court—a clerk 
of a court of record or probate, will certify, and 
the records of the court show, that this widow 
had been treated as the widow of the soldier for 
whose service the land is to be given, that this 
evidence shall be sufficient to secure the widow’s 
claim. 
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They have again provided further than this. 
ley propose, that when the clerk of a court of 
record shall certify, from his own personal know!- 
edge, as to the fact of the lady’s being the widow 
of the man that she represents herself to be, that 
shall be sufficient evidence. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vinton,}] who 
had the honor to be the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means at the last Congress, and 
other gentlemen, deem this an extraordinary pro- 
vision, that gentlemen should be permitted to tes- 
ufy from their own personal knowledge, without 
reference to the records. They go upon the legal 
principle, that such officers have no right to cer- 
tify, unless by virtue of official records in their 

ossess on. 

Well, that is the general rule; it is one which 
ought to be adopted in courts of justice, but we 
propose to make it a little more liberal in this case. 

County clerks—I mean the principal clerks of 
courts of record—are generally men of high char- 
acter and good standing; they are generally well 
acquainted throughout the whole country; they 
cerufy as to the official character of the justices 
before whom most of the applications or hale 
tions for bounty land are sworn to by the appli- 
cants. The committee thought, that in many in- 
stances it would be very convenient and save poor 
widows from much trouble and some expense, to 
allow the clerk, when he certified as to the justice, 
that he knew the additional.fact that the widow 
claiming was what she represented, the widow of 
the deceased soldier. 

This idea strikes gentlemen with perfect horror; 
they have no confidence in such clerks, and are 
much alarmed at the frauds that may be perpe- 
trated under it. Now, Mr. Chairman, you or I 
can go to any of these departments, and if a ques- 
tion arises as to whether a person in our district 


withoutcavil, yet we have no such power conferred 
upon us by an existing law, and [am not prepared 
to assume that members of Congress are more 
honest than clerks of courts. Perhaps some old 


| speech to which the gentleman refers. 
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used by me, he ought to be very careful that he 





| quotes correctly, 


There is no such language used by me in the 
There is 
no charge made by me in the speech I delivered 
upon this floor a day or two since upon the sub- 


ject of the bounty land, like that which the gentle- 


lady may perchance get forty acres of land she is | 


not entitled to, but lam willing to run this risk. 
I think it not extravagant when we are seriously 
proposing to give these very lands away to actual 
settlers, a proposition for which I also intend to 
vote when lt comes up. 

As to the matter of expenses, I object, Mr. Chair- 
man, to gentlemen showing their propensities for 
economy by attacking the bill providing the means 
to execute this law to give bounty lands to old sol- 
diers and their widows. 1 think the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Marsnaur]} was exceeding- 
ly unfortunate in the point he selected for making 
an attack upon this Administration, for he can 
find more vulnerable points, in my judgment. 

Mr. MARSHA LL. I desire the gentleman 
from Indiana | pa Roprnson] to understand that 
in the remarks I may offer or have offered already, 
that I make no attack upon the Administration. 
The gentleman and myself belong to different 
schools in politics, and pursue a totally different 
course in our political action. I wish the gentle- 
man to understand, that whenever in my place 
here I speak of the head of a bureau, that lam not 
attacking the Administration, or that every time 
{ am speaking of improper expenditure, I am at- 
gone the Administration. The gentleman’s 

struction of my remarks arises probably from 
ihe school of polities to which he belongs. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I did not desire to place the 

entleman in a false position and to unwhig him 
i any means, I discover it is rather a delicate 
position—that of being placed in opposition to the 
Administration. I would not by any means 
place him in that category; but I will say, that I 
was surprised when I heard him make his remarks 
the other day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky answer me, if he did not intend to at- 
tack the Administration, what he means by the 


words which he used, * the effort on the part of the . 


man imputes to me. If the gentleman will refer 


to my remarks, he will find that the declaration | 
| made by me was, ‘ that I will not vote for these 


sixty-one clerks asked for, for the mere purpose of 
swelling the executive or departmental patronage.” 


_I mean by it to say, that the mere fact that this 


measure gives to my own friends in power addi- 
tional patronage, is no object with me; and to my 


' apprehension is no reason why this large increase 
Is the 


of force should be voted for by Whigs. 
gentleman answered ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Marsuact]} made the extraordinary 
remark or prediction, that if you should vote for 
employing this additional number of clerks, which 
his own friends say are necessary to carry into 
execution this law, that we would, perhaps, die 
or live to an old age before this law would be ex- 
ecuted. It struck me as very extraordinary, that 
the gentleman had no more confidence in his own 
friends than to suppose that they would employ 
needlessly these sixty-one additional clerks, and 
thus shamefully: abuse their power. I did not 


' suppose that the more clerks we give to these bu- 


reaus, the longer it will take to execute this law. 
if | had friends in power, | would not like to 
make such charges or assertions in reference to 
them as the gentleman from Kentucky has made 
in regard to his political friends. ‘Though I have 
no political affinities with this Administration, yet 
I am willing to give them the assistance they need 


| in carrying into execution this law. 
is a justice or not, our certificate will be taken | 


I will remark here, that if gentlemen wished to 


| appear before the country as in favor of curtailing 
| the extraordinary expenditures of this Adminis- | 


tration, they will find in the various appropriation 
bills, and the propositions that will ere long come 
u 
vleving their economy, without doing it to the 
wreyudice of the old soldiers of the country. 
N hat, will yeu wait until your French indemnity 


bill comes from the Senate—wait until the subject | 


of internal improvements comes before the country 
—wait here until your question in reference to a 
tariff comes up, for the purpose of taxing the poor, 
and benefiting particular manufactures atthe North? 


_ All these questions will afford you ample margin 


to manifest and display your love for economy. | 
I would like to see gentlemen evince their econo- | 
my ina more beneficial manner to the country, |! 


than this onslought upon this bill, intended only 


to carry outa law for the passage of which gen- | 
| tlemen claim great credit. 
the proper time and on proper occasions in this | 
If the gentleman from Ken- | 


matter of economy. 
tucky [Mr. Marsuatt] will move to abolish this 


unnecessary and overshadowing Department of || 
| the Interior, I will vote for it. 


perience goes, I am convinced that, so far from 
promoting the mterests of the Government, it is 


a great evil, unnecessarily swelling the patron- | 


age, and increasing the expenses of the Govern- 


ment. 
Before the Department was created, when the 


| pension bureau was under the administration of 
| the former Secretery of War, it was administered 


which lies in our path, providing the ways and | 


Executive Government to grasp additional power.”’ |, 


Mr. MARSHALL. Do 
am to be catechised here? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not desire to catechise 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 


understand that I 


man, to answer the gentleman's questions. Inthe 
fitst place, before the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 


Geananx) puts a question to me as to the language , 


with much more vigor and efficiency than it is 


now administered under the new Department of || 


the Interior. 
Very much, Mr. Chairman, of the difficulty 


means for the execution of this law, arises from 
the fact, that this Department has been created not 
so much from the fact that the Department cannot 
have the means to carry the law into effect, nor do 


I charge that the Secretary of the Interior is not | 
| in faver of the execution of the law—but from the | 


fact that his Department is a general vortex, that 
seems to draw within its circle almost everything, 


_and many of them incongruous, and having no re- 
| lation or connection with each other. 


‘ 





| sion Bureau. 


In such an overshadowing concern, that officer 


| can give but very little attention to the adminis- 


Mr. MARSHALL. I stand ready, Mr. Chair- | 


tration of this bounty land law; and hence arises 
the necessity of leaving it to the head of the Pen- 
1 have found, from actual observa- 
tion in examining into this question, that in a 


° . . : ° | 
» before this House, occasions enough for dis- 
|| necessary. 


I will go with them at | 


So far as my ex- | 





. 


large number of cases the Secretary will, in fact 
issue a general order to the bureau as to the man. 
ner in which it shall be managed. These orders 
without being duly dxneahells come in conflict 
with some necessary duty, and were they to be 
adhered to, would be inconsistent with the dis. 
_ patch of business. And in such acase, the bureay 
of the Pension Office have to wait until they can 
get the general order repealed. For instance: jy 
reference to these regulations, the Secretary of 
| the Interior causes a set of forms and instructions 


|| to be published, and subsequently a circular issued 


from the Pension Office, inconsistent with it. 
Now the present Commissioner of Pensions 
| states, in his faette attacking me, that these forms 
'and regulations of the Secretary of the Interior 
were ‘‘ample.”’ If the first instructions and forms 
| were ‘‘ample,’? why the necessity of issuing ad- 


’ 


| ditional ones? This word ‘“‘ample”’ isa compre- 


hensive one. I have h@re in my drawer the 
| subsequent circular, and it is in one respect in. 
consistent with the former ‘‘ample”’ instructions 
of the Secretary. 

The first required of a surviving soldier only to 
_make out his declaration and swear to it; the last, 
as to all the cases prior to the war of 1812, re. 
quires the declaration to be proved by ‘credible 
| witnesses.’’ 

I have brought on a number of such applications 
myself. The applicants thought they had fulfilled 
| the instructions of the Secretary; butgwhen I got 

here another set of instructions had gone out, and 
| this class of cases must be sent back for additional 
| evidence. This statement of the Commissioner, 
| that these first forms and instructions were “ am- 
ple,’’? shows that he did not understand what he 
was writing about. 

The Secretary of the Interior says another thing. 
I will mention it for the benefit of the country, 
and I will give it for the information of a great 
many widows who need that kind of information. 
In the first instructions it is stated that it is ‘ in- 
dispensable’’ in all cases for the widow to state the 
regiment in which her husband had served. So 
far from this being ‘* indispensable,’’ it is not at all 
All that is wanting is the name of the 

captain. Now, Mr. Chairman, in a majority of 
instances, companies were detached from their 
reziments. The soldiers cannot tell who the 
| colonel of the regiment was. They could in almost 
every instance tell who the captain was under 
whom they.served, but could not tell the names 
of the colonels of the regiment. 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HAMPTON next obtained the floor, and 
spoke an hour, mainly on the subject of the tariff, 
and in favor of protection. His speech wiil be 
found in the Appendix. 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

Mr. HAYMOND moved that the committee 
rise; which motion was agreed to. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having 
_ resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 


| (Mr. Burr) reported that the committee had had 
| under consideration the state of the Union gener- 
‘| ally, and the special order, the deficiencies bill, in 
| particular, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
| Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, asked to be 
| discharged from further attendance on the Com- 
| mittee of Revolutionary Claims, as his colleague, 
| [Mr. McLean,] who was present, had expressed 
| his willingness to take his place. No objection 
| 
; 


| being made, consent was given. 

Mr. BAYLY moved the usual resolution to 
close debate on the deficiencies bill at three p. m. 
to-morrow; which resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote clos- 
ing debate, and to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WENTWORTH asked the unanimous 
consent to lay before the House some joint resolu- 
tions from the Legislature of Illinois, and to have 
them printed. 

Mr. JONES called for the reading of the reso- 
|| lutions, 
|| The Crerx then read the resolutions. 
||. (The ono resolutions urge the passage of & 
|| law by Congress, granting, free of charge, to every 
|| landless head of a family in the United States, 
|| who will settle and cultivate the same for one 
|| year, one hundred and sixty acres of land from 
|| the public domain. Also urge the construction 
| of a certain railroad.) 
| Mr. JONES said that it appeared that these 
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reso 3 . 
tives, but had not been concurred in by the Sen- 


‘tr. WENTWORTH stated that they had 
been forwarded to him by the Governor of the 
State. 


Mr. JONES. I object to the railroad resolu- 
tion. , : 

No objection being offered to the other resolu- 
tion, it was referred to the Committee on Agri-yl- 
ture, and ordered to be printed, as proposed 

On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then 


adjourned. 


. NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would to-morrow, or 
on some subsequent day, introduce “ A bill to adjudicate and 
confirm claims to town and suburban lots, in the several 
cities and towns in California, and to grant preémption 


rights to certain actual settlers upon the public domain in | 


California.”’ a 


PETITIONS, &e. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred to appropriate committees : 


By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Erastus Corning and 
others, citizens of the city of Albany, New. York, praying 
for the modification of the tariff of 1846. 

Also, the petition of W. P. 8S. Sanger. 

Also, the petition of S. E. Ford and other citizens of 
West Troy, Aibany county, New York, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill “* giving further remedies to patentees.”’ 

By Mr. M{LLSON: The petition of A. M. Vaughan, as- 
sistant postmaster, and William E. Vaughan, and A. S. 
Martin, clerks at the Norfork post office, asking an increase 
of salary. 


ty Mr. CHANDLER: The petition of Lewis Chester, | 


Whetbun & Co., Weaver & Co., and 776 citizens of Phil 
adelphia, asking for a modification of the tariff of 1846, in 
regard to manufactured hemp. 

Also, the memorial of numerous merchants of Philadel- 
phia, for the repair of piers at Chester, Marcus Hook, and 
New Castle, on the Delaware river. 

By Mr. MILLER, of Lowa: The joint resolution of the 
Legislative Assembly of the State of Iowa, instructing their 
Senators and requesting the Representatives of that State 


in Congress, to use their influence to induce Congress to | 


appropriate land or money for the improvement of the 


channel ofthe Des Moines and Rock river rapids of the Mis- | 


sissippi river. 


By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The petition of | 


citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for a modification of the 
tariff laws. 

By Mc. MOORE: The memorial of the Washington Gas- 
light Company, asking for an increase of the capital stock 
of the company. 

Also, the memorial of Samuel S. Reed and other citizens 


of Philadelphia, asking an amendment ef the patent laws, | 
to prevent the introduction of articles manufactured in || 


Canada and the British provinces from machines patented 
in the United States. 


By Mr. CONGER: The petition of 100 citizens of De | 


Ruyter, Madison county, New York, in favor of stipulated 
arbitratiun for the settlement of disputes between nations. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespbay, January 22, 1851. 





The PRESIDENT of the Senate laid before the | 


body a communication from the Secretary contain- 
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eileen were from the House of Representa- ! Mr. JONES presented resolutions of the Le- | 


|| gislature of lowa instructing their Senators and re- 
|| questing their Representatives to use their influ- 
ence to procure an appropriation, in money or 
lands, sufficient for the improvement of the chan- 
nel of the Des Moines and Rock river rapids, in 
|| the Mississippi river; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 
|| Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of citi- 
|| zens of Genesee, in the State of New York, 

asking that the public lands may be free to actual 
| settlers in limited quantities; which was ordered to | 
} be laid on the table. 


Also, from citizens of Madison county, New 
| York, asking the adoption of some measures to 
| settle international difficulties without a resort to 
war; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
Also, a petition from’a religious conference of 
|. Friends and others, held at Marlborough, Chester 
county, Pennsylvania, asking the repeal of the 
fugitive slave bill passed the last session of Con- 
gress. 
Also,a petition from citizens of Wilson, Niagara 
county, New York, asking the immediate and un- 
| conditional repeal of the fugitive slave bill. 

On motion by Mr. DICKINSON, it was or- 
dered that they lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial of Wil- 
liam R. Shoemaker, military storekeeper at Santa 
Fe, New Mexico, setting forth the utter inad- 
equacy of the pay allowed to reimburse his neces- 
sary and unavoidable expenses, asking an in- 
crease of his pay, and compensation for extra 
services while performing the duty of commissary ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. RUSK presented a petition from citizeris 
of El Paso county, in the State of Texas, asking 
the establishment of a mail route from Austin to 
San Elizario in that State; which was referred to 
|| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
|| Mr. DICKINSON presented the memorial of 


|| Jesse McKinley, asking that his treatise on pho- 
notype may be printed in common type, with 
the Declaration of Independence annexed in the 
| phonotypic alphabet; which was referred to the 
|| Committee on Printing. 
|| Also, from inventors and others interested in 
| patents in the State of New York, asking that the 
bil to amend the patent laws now before the Sen- 
\; ate may be immediately passed; which was or- 
\| dered to lie on fhe table. 
Mr. WINTHROP presented the memorial of 
underwriters, merchants, ship owners, ship mas- 
'| ters and others, interested in commerce in the city 
of Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, asking 
| that a harbor of refuge may be constructed for 
vessels in distress between Scituate and Marsh- 
field, in Massachusetts Bay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of the 


ing a statement of the payments made from the || 
contingent fund of the Senate, as approved and || 
passed by the committe to audit and control the 
contingent expenses of the Senate, for the year 
ending Ist December, 1850; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr CLAY. Ihave been requested to present 
a petition signed by James Stoddard. He prays | 
for compensation for his services and the use of a 
wagon and horses pressed in the service of the | 
United States during the last war with Great | 
Britain. He represents that he rendered a great || 
deal of service in that war, of which I have no 
doubt. I know him personally; I know him to 
be a person of great merit, and I hope his appli- | 
cation has as much merit as he has aol. 
He asks for an allowance of bounty land or for a | 
pension, and I trust his application has as much | 
merit as will entitle it to consideration. I move 
its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr CLAY also presented a petition from cer- | 
tain temporary doalee in the Second Auditor’s of- | 
fice ae an increase of compensation. They | 

| 
' 


state that by reference to the reports of the head 
of the bureau it will be seen that they have faith- 
fully discharged the duties assigned them. They | 
Say that the amount allowed to clerks in the Gen- | 
eral Land Office and other bureaus is $4 per day, | 
while the pay allowed them is only $3 ot day, || 
and they ask to have the difference made up to | 
them from the time they have -been employed; || 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Pesmie. it 


| heirs of James Bell, asking the reimbursement of 


money advanced and supplies furnished to Gov- 


| ernment during the revolutionary war. The me- 
| morial prays that a proviso to a former act which 


was passed, authorizing a settlement of the ac- 
counts of James Bell, may be repealed, which 
proviso limits the amount to be paid to $5,000, 


| when on the settlement of accounts $27,000 was 
| found to be due to him. The memorial asks for 
| the repeal of the proviso, that the balance may be 
| paid to his heirs. 


The memorial was referred to the Committee of 
Claims 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred ** A joint resolution 


| to provide for placing medical officers of the navy 
| who rendered service on land upon the same foot- 
ing with medical officers of the army for similar 


services;”’ reported back the same without amend- 
ment and recommended its passage. 


The PRESIDENT. Itrequires the unanimous | 


consent of the Senate. If there is no objection 
the resolution will have its second reading now. 
Mr. YULEE. | will explain the nature of the 


resolution. During the war with Mexico a battal- | 


ion of marines, under the command of Colonel 
Watson, was ordered to join the main body of the 
army on ifs march to Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend 


; 


|| have been issued from time to time by the Secretary of the 














whether it will take action upon the resolution at 
this time. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was before the Senate as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

Mr. YULEE. With the marines of whom I 
have spoken there were four surgeons of the navy, 
who were directed to accompany the battalion. 


| Mr. Edwards, one of those surgeons, was ap - 


pointed principal medical director of the division 
under General Quitman. They performed ser- 
vice as the army surgeons performed service du- 
ring the campaign; and they were made the same 
allowances which were made to army surgeons, 
but the payment of those allowances has been dis- 
allowed in consequence of there being no law 
authorizing them. The object of this joint feso- 
lution is to place them on the same footing with 
respect to allowances with army officers serving 
with them in the same service. The committee 
think it right that the allowance should be made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. YULEE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill to change the title of cer- 
tain offices in the navy; which was read and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

Also, from the sanfé committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of John O. Means, asking to 
be allowed compensation for his services as acting 

purser in the Navy, reported a joint resolution for 
us relief; which was read and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
States of Louisiana and Mississippi, in aid of the 
construction ofa railroad from Madisonville, in 
the State of Louisiana, to Jackson, in the State 
of Mississippi, reported back the same without 
amendment. 

Mr. FOOTE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which the subject was referred, re- 
ported a bill to reorganize the Department of State; 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the communication 
of the Executive Committee of the Industrial Ex- 
hibition, to be held in London the Ist of June, 
1851, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same. 

In explanation of the reasons which prompted 
the committee to come to that conclusion, he said 
he was instructed to say that some of the Execu- 
tive authorities of the States have provided agents 
for the purposes contemplated. In other cases 
the persons interested in forwarding articles have 
performed like services, and it is not a matter, in 
the opinion of the committee, in which Congress 
should interest itself. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to. 


SUSPENSION OF AUCTION SALES OF PUBLIC 
LANDS. 
Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of suspending for a 
| limited time the public or auction sales of the public lands, 
and authorizing during the same time the private sale by 
entry of all new lands surveyed and prepared for market 
and proclaimed for entry by the President, at one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre in money, in parcels not exceed- 
ing one hundred and sixty acres, and to actual settlers 
alone. 


RESOLUTIONS CONSIDERED. 


The Senate next proceeded to the consideration 
of the resolutions on the table. 


| LAWS AND DECISIONS RESPECTING PUBLIC 
LANDS. 


The following resolution, reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, and amended, came 
| up f r consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior cause to be 
prepared a collection of the general public acts of Congress, 
and a collection or dige=t of the official instructions which 


Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, relative to the public 
lands, excepting such as refer exclusively, both in principle 
and application, to particular and individnal cases, together 
with a collection or digest of the official opinions of the At- 
torney General on questions arising under the land lawa, 
with reference to the decisions of the courts under such laws; 


his remarks until the Senate has determined || and ef the laws, ordinanees, and regulations of other Gov- 



















































































304 


on ees ee 


ernments from whom the United States have acquired ter- 
ritory by cession, 80 far as the same apply to the territory 
60 acquired. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause the 
general public acts of Congress respecting the sale and dis- 
position of the public lands, together with the collection or 
digest prepared uneer the foregoing revolution, to be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


The question being put on the adoption of the 


resolution, it was decided in the negative: ayes 18, | 


noes 19, 


THE MAISON ROUGE GRANT. 
A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Youna, their Clerk: 
Mr. 


tion of the title in favor of the United States.’’ 
THE SLAVE TRADE. 
The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Cuay the 20th instant, came up for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making more effectual 


provision by law to prevent the employment of American | 
vessels and American seamen in the Afriean slave trade, | 


and especially-as to the expediency of granting sea letters 


or other evidence of national character to American vessels | 


Prestpent: ‘he House of Representatives have | 
passed the ill from the Senate entitled * An act to grant | 
the right of pre+mption to certain purchasers and settlers on | 
the Maison Rouge grant, in the event of the final adjudica- | 





clearing out of the ports of the empjre of Brazil for the west- | 


em coast of Africa. 


Mr. HALE. 
few words with regard to that resolution. 
structs the Committee on Commerce to inquire 
into the expediency of making more effectual pro- 
vision by 
slave trade. Y 
a publication which is said to be made ** to gratify 
public curiosity,’’ which reads: 

“The undersigned members of the 31st Congress of the 


United States—believing that a renewal of sectional contro- 
versy upon the subject of slavery would be both dangerous 


to the Union and destructive of its objects, and seeing no | 
mode by which such controversy can be avoided, except by | 
SETTLEMENT thereof effected by | 


a strict adherence to Tat 
the compromise acts passed at the last session of Congress 


—do hereby declare their intention to maintain the said set- | 


Hement inviolate, and to resist all attempts to repeal or alter 
the acts aforesaid, unless by the general consent of the 


friends of the measures, and to remedy such evils (if any) | 


as time aud experience may develop. 


“ And for the purpose of making this resolution effective, | 


they further declare that they will not support for the office 
of President, or of Vice President, or of Senator, or of Rep- 
resentative in Congress, or as member of a State Legisla- 


ture, any man, of Whatever party, who is not known te be | 


opposed to the disturbance Of THE SETTLEMENT aforesaid, 
and to the renewal, in any form, of agitation upon the sub- 
ject of siavery.”’ 

Now, sir, it seems to me 

Mr. FOOTE, Is there any question before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. 
lution. 

Mr. FOOTE. 


I was not aware of it. 


Mr. HALE, 


lt seems to me that this resolu- 


tion and the consideration of it by the Senate at | 
the present time will be very likely to make the | 
mover of it and those who sustain it obnoxious to | 


the ostracism of the obligation contained in the 
publication which I have read. And, sir, it is 


very certain that the ostracism is not confined to | 
candidates for-the offices of President and Vice | 
That is large game, worth firing at, as | 


President. , 
are also Senators and Representatives in Congress; 
but it goes down to the State Legislatures. It 


reaches all over the Union—from one end of it to | 


om under the os- | 
o have signed that | 


the other—and puts certain 

tracism of the gentlemen w 
paper. It is said that that oe is published * to 
gratify public curiosity;” but I think the * public 


curiosity’? will not be gratified until it gets the | 
I think this publication | 
will only excite instead of gratifying ‘ public curi- | 
osity.”’ Now it seems to me that we cannot well | 


names of the signers. 


consider this subject without subjecting ourselves 
to the ostracism of this publication. 

I do not know how it strikes other Senators, 
but it looks to me to be absurd—lI state this as an 
abstract proposition, without intending to give 
any personal application of the term—to under- 
take to discuss the subject-matter of a trade with- 
out going into a discussion of the matter of which 
the trade is the effect. There is a good deal said 
about protecting the iron interests. Now, how 
ridiculous should we appear if we were to be os- 
tracized if we said a word about iron while dis- 
cussing the iron trade. It seems to me that this 
resolution opens the whole subject of slavery from 


Mr. President, I wish to say a 
It in- 


Yes, sir, there is a reso- 


I shall | 
be glad then to hear the Senator upon the matter. | 


aw for the suppression of the African | 
I have seen in this morning’s papers | 














beginning to end. 
betore the National Legislature, and makes it a 
fair and legitimate subject of discussion here. 

Now, I do not very much care for the denunci- 
ations of this paper. I think I have seen the 
‘* elephant,’’ as far as public life is concerned. I 
shall therefore speak freely, notwithstanding it may 
deprive me of the most efficient aid of these gen- 
tlemen even to get into a State Legislature here- 
after. 

In regard to the subject of the slave trade, I pro- 
pose to submit to the Senate the views of an indi- 
vidual who | suppose is entitled to some weight 
upon this matter, and ask the Senate to consider 
the views of that gentleman in regard to ‘the effect 
which the legislation of Great Britain and the 


United States have already had upon the suppres- | 


sion-of the traffic against which this resolution is 
aimed. 


State—J. H. Hammond. 


dressed to the late ‘Thomas Clarkson, of England; | 
and, as [ understand the tenor of the argument, it | 


was to show to Clarkson that he had devoted his 
life to a mistake, and that all the efforts which had 
been made by the ** Abolitionists,”’ as he termed 


them, to suppress the slave trade, had not only in- | 
creased it threefold, but had also increased its hor- | 


rors threefold. 1 will read from the letter: 


‘¢Tt was estimated at the commencement of your agita- 


tion, in 1787, that forty-five thousand Africans were annu- | 


ally transported to America and the West Indies. And the 
mortality of the Middle Passage, computed by some at five, 
is now admitted not to have exceeded nine per cent. 


by the United States, and that all the powers in the world 


have subsequently prohibited this trade, some of the great- | 
est of them declaring it piracy, and covering the Atrican | 
seas with armed vessels to prevent it, Sir Thomas Fowel | 


Buxton, a coadjutor of yours, declared, in 1840, that the 


the sea amouiits at the very least to one hundred and fifty 
thousand souls; while the mortality of the Middle Passage 


has increased, in consequence of the measures taken to | 


suppress the trade, to twenty-five or thirty percent. And 
of the one hundred and fifty thousand slaves who have 
been captured and liberated by British men-of-war since 
the passage of your act, Judge Jay, an American abolition- 
ist, asserts that one hundred thousand, or two thirds, have 
perished between their capture and liberation. Does it not 
really seem that Mr. Grosvenor was a prophet? That 
though nearly all the ** impossibilities’? of 1787 have van- 


ished, and become as familiar facts as our household cus- || 


toms, under the magic influence of steam, cotton, and uni- 
versal peace, yet this wonderful prophecy still stands, defy- 
ing time and the energy and genius of mankind. Thou- 
sands of valuable lives, and fifty millions of pounds ster- 


ling, have been given away by your Government in fruitless | 


attempts to overturn it. I hope you have not lived too long 


| for your own happiness, though you have been spared to 
see that in spite of all your toil and those of your fellow- | 


laborers, and the accomplishment of all that human agency 
could do, the African slave trade has imereased threefold 
under your own eyes—more rapidly perhaps than any other 


ancient branch of commerce—and that your efforts to sup- | 


presse it have effected nothing more than a threefold in- || which seeks fo occasion 


crease of its horrors. There is aGod whorules this world— 
all powerful—far-seeing. 
to foil his designs. 
us often inscrutable purposes, throws “ imrpossibilities’”’ in 
the way or our fondest hopes and most strenuousexertions. 
Can you doubt this?’ 


But the Governor had something more to say on 
this subject. He says: 
“Tt would be far better than it now is for the African if 
the trade was free from all restrictions, and lett to the miti- 
tion and decay which time and competition would surely 
ring about. It kidnapping, both secretly and by war made 
for the purpose, could be by any means prevented in Africa, 
the next greatest blessing you could bestow upon that coun- 
try would be to transport its actual slaves in comfortable 
vessels across the Atlantic. Though they might be perpet- 
ual bondmen, still they would emerge from darkness into 


light—from barbarism to civilization—trom idolatry to Chiris- 


tianity—in short, from death to light.” 


Such is the view of that enlightened statesman 
who has lived amongst the institution. He seems 
to know the operation of the legislation of Great 
Britain and the United States, and he thinks that 
the greatest blessing that could be conferred upon 


the African would be to repeal those laws, and let |) 
the slaves come over in ‘‘ comfortable’’ vessels, | 
when the trade would be free from the extraordi- | 


nary risks to which it is now subjected. 

This matter was some time ago before the House 
of Commons in England, and a committee of that 
body reported that, owing to the penal enactments 


made against the trade, the horrors of the trade |) and by other men, in other 


had been increased; for the object was to take the 
greatest pumber of slaves in the least possible 
room, and to transport them in the quickest way 
to the ports for which they were destined. 

And the Governor does not leave us without his 


I will read from a letter dated ‘* Silver | 
Blutt, South Carolina, January 28, 1845,”’ signed | 
by a gentleman who has been Governor of the | 
The letter was ad- | 


It brings it in all its aspects 





Not- | 
withstanding your act of Parliament, the previous abolition | 


He does not permit his creatures | 
It is He who, for his ali-wise though to | 





| 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| views upon the institution itself with which this 


| matter is so intimately connected. He says: 


| lieve, that 


then, I may safely conclude, and I firmly be- 
merican slavery is not only not a sin, but es. 
pecially commanded by God, through Moses, and approved 

y Christ, through his Apostles. And here I might close 
its defence; for what God ordains and Christ sanctifies 
should surely command the respect and toleration of man,» 


There may be a weak place in this argument, 


“eg — 


but I cannot see it. If to transport savages, can. 


nibals, from their native shore, is to bring them 
under the operation of a God-ordained and Christ. 


_ sanctified institution—if that be so, as Governor 


Hammond says it is, I ask, where is the humanity, 


and where is the philanthropy that is expending 


itself in legislation, the only direct tendéncy of 
which is to increase the horrors of a trade which 
is itself increasing? I think it is time for us to 
consider well what we are about, and to see if the 
authority which I have read has not some founda- 
tion in it, and if we have®@been proceeding on a 
mistake. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky, if I un- 
derstood him aright, on the oceasion of presenting 
a petition from the élite of Rhode Island the other 
day, remarked that, in his judgment, the only ef- 
fectual way to put a stop to the African slave trade 
was to colonize thecoast of Africa with free blacks, 
Christian blacks. It strikes me, sir, that there 
would be a much more effectual ban than that. 
You may send the fleets of the world there, and 
the armies of the world there, but just exactly so 
long as there is a foreign market that will pay the 
risks attendant upon the capture of negroes for 
sale, they will be transported; and the only effect- 
ual way in which the slave trade can be rooted 
out and destroyed, is to destroy the market for 
slaves. When there is no longer use for slaves, 
the slave trade will die of itself. Then, and not 


| till then, may we expect to see the termination or 
number of Atricans now annually sold into slavery beyond | 


| decrease of this odious trade. 


| the slave trade. 


Now, let me say a word in regard to these petitions 
for the restriction and suppression of the horrors of 
I have noticed that every time the 


| North has been pushed to the wall upon the ques- 


tion of slavery, every time they have yielded until 


| concession was exhausted—then, and not till then, 
| some very pious and worthy gentlemen of the 


| North have been seized with s 


smodic horrors 
of the slave trade, and their:philanthropy finds 


vent against the foreign slave trade altogether. I 


think it certainly strange and somewhat singular, 


| that these gentlemen have lain still so long, and 


have seen, and felt, and appreciated so little of the 
horrors of the slave trade, until everything which 
slavery asked of the North had been conceded in 
the last session of this Congress. I confess that, for 


| one, while I depreciate the motives of nobody, here 
| or elsewhere, I have little sympathy, and little 


| respect for that ae 


and that humanit 


of manifestation until 


' such time as the battle has comparatively been 


lost; and then, instead of mourning over the de- 
feat which the friends of freedom have suffered, 
their humanity and See find vent against 
that which it is safe for everybody to curse—that 


| is, the foreign slave trade. 


} 
| 
| 
} 
| 
j 
| 
} 
| 


| 


I hope, sir, that we will adopt no such measures 
as are contemplated by the resolution. ‘I tell the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, who introduced 
it, and I tell the Senate, that this will renew agita- 
tion. It cannot but be so. I confess that, al- 
though but an humble member of the Senate, while 
denunciation is poured out upon everybody who 
undertakes to agitate this subject, I cannot con- 
sent that everybody who entertains opinions dif- 
ferent from mine may agitate as much as they 
please upon colonization, and the suppression of 
the African slave trade, and everything else, with- 


| out coming within the purview of those who have 


'ions upon this subject. 


sent this denunciation against all who renew ‘‘ agi- 
tation.”” 

Sir, the Senate knows and the country knows 
that there are those who entertain different opin- 
I know that this very 
subject of colonizing Africa by free blacks has 


_ been at one time, and by one set of men, held to be 
a substitute for abolition, and something which 


was to put an end to slavery; and at other times, 
places, it has been 


holden out asa great safety-valve by which sla- 


| very was to be 
/ment are to tak 


uated. Now, if the Govern- 
initiatory measures in rela- 
tion to African colonization, I want to know what 
the Government look at in favoring colonization. 
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